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IAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
SOCIETY, LIMITED. 


24, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, W.C. 
EsTABLISHED 1853. 


Capital Stock £400,000 








Debenture Stock ae ae ies ... £278,130 
REVERSIONS BOUGHT. LOANS MADE THEREON. 
Proposal Forms and full information may be had at the Society’s Offices. 

W. OSCAR NASH, F.1.A., Actuary and Secretary. 

IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS 
xX In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of xX 
LICENSED PROPERTY 
To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 
LOSS OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 

Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 
THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AN 

GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 
24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 
Mortgages Guaranteed on Licensed Properties promptly, without 
special valuation and at low rates. 





LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 
ESTABLISHED 1836. 
10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 
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FUNDS « ~ ‘ 
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TRUSTEES. 
The Right Hon. Earl Harseury (Lord High Ch 1 
The Hon, Mr. Justice _nrmnatadly * ye ee 
His Honour Judge Bacon. 
Wituiam Witiiams, Esq. 
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» Henry Chauncy, Esq. 
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Current Topics. 


Mr. Lionet Lancerot SuapwE t, barrister-at-law, has been 
appointed a Commissioner in Lunacy in the place of Mr. F. A, 
Inperwick, K.C., deceased. Mr. SHapweEtt was called to the 
bar in 1873, and has been Secretary to the Commissioners in 
Lunacy. 





Tue Appear List was not issued in time to be noticed this 
week, but the other lists have appeared. The Chancery Cause 
List is singularly near in aggregate causes and matters to that 
of a year ago, when there were 377 causes and matters for 
hearing; there are now 369. At the commencement of the 
Trinity Sittings there were 263. There are 34 company matters 
in the present list. 





Tue Kino’s Bencu Lists shew 738 actions entered for trial up 
to the 19th inst., and 160 mattéfsin the Divisional List. A year 
ago there were 706 actions for trial, and at the commencement 
of the Trinity Sittings there were 618. There are 19 appeals 
and motions in bankruptcy. 





THE COMMITTEE appointed to inquire into the wrongful coi: 
viction and imprisonment of Mr. Apotr Brcx have refused io 
allow him to be Res. mc a by solicitors or counsel at the 
inquiry. This ref has been the subject of some comment in 
the press, but it isa matter eminently within the discretion of 
the learned judge who presides over the committee. Select 
committees have often refused to allow parties interested in the 
inquiry to be represented by counsel, and in some cases where 
they have granted applications to appear by counsel have placed 
restrictions on the cross-examination of witnesses by the 
applicant. An instance of the refusal to allow persons. to be 
represented can be found in the inquiry by the Select Com- 
mittee on British South Africa in 1897, and of the refusal to 
allow cross-examination except through the commissioners, in 
the inquiry under the Evicted Tenants Commission in 1892. 





Tue sirtrnes of the French Law Courts in Paris were resumed 
on Tuesday last after the customary vacation of two months. 
The previous ceremony of the Red Mass, which has of late years 
been adopted by Roman Catholic members of the English bar, 
has been discontinued in Paris; but the official orations in 
memory of members of the bench and other legal officials who 
had died during the past year were duly delivered. It has 
been the invariable practice for an annual list to be prepared 
containing the names of members of the legal profession who 
have been subjected to penalties for misconduct. This list was 
on the present occasion read out in open court, but it is under- 
stood that the publication was the result of some mistake, and 
that it will not occur again. An instance of the difference 
between our country and France in the matter of professional 
etiquette is to be found in the advertisement of an ‘ avocat” in 
one of the Parisian newspapers giving the hours of his attend- 
ance for conferences, matters testamentary, divorces, accidents, 
registration of deeds, liquidations in bankruptcy, Xe. 





Tue ust of motions in the last court of the vacation was very 
quickly disposed of, Mr. Justice WarrrneTon rising for the day 
at five minutes past twelve o’clock. Nearly everything stood 
over, and nothing of any interest was dealt with. On an appli- 
cation to adjourn one motion, it transpired that the plaintiff had 
been unable to serve notice of the writ on a German subject in 
Germany owing to the recent action of the judicial authorities 
there. It was now necessary, after obtaining leave to serve, to 
lodge the writ at the Foreign Office, by which it was forwarded 
to the British Ambassador to Germany, who sent it to the 
German Foreign Office. From thence it went to the German 
Supreme Court and through various minor courts until it 
reached the court of the district in which the party to be served 
resided, whose officer served it. It then came back through the 
same channels until it reached England again. In this particu 
lar case it had been lodged with the Foreign Office and nothin, 
more had been heard of it. The application was granted. 
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Ar aN inquest held recently at Lambeth upon the body of a 
child who had been killed by falling through an unprotected 
window near a curve in the stairs of the house in which his 
parents resided, it appeared that there had been wooden bars across 
the window to prevent accidents, but that some of them had been 
missing for years. The coroner is reported to have said that it 
was part of the duty of a landlord to see that his houses, when 
not let upon a repairing lease, were in a proper condition to live in. 
We donot know whether this was intended as a statement of the 
law ; if it was, we think that it was much too wide. It does not 
appear that there was any proof that the landlord had notice 
that the bars were out of repair, and we have never heard of an 
implied warranty by a lessor that the windows of an unfurnished 
house were so constructed that there should be no risk of an 
one falling through them. An inquest was held, within the 
memory of persons now living, on the body of a barrister who fell 
through a window which lighted the first and second landings 
of chambers in Paper-buildings, Temple. It was stated that the 
window was so constructed that the unfortunate gentleman; hav- 
ing slipped on the landing near the rooms which he occupied, was 
sent legs forward through the window and was killed. But it 
was not suggested that the benchers were to blame for not 
making better prowsion for his safety. The provision in 
section 75 of the Housing of the Working Classes Act, 1890, by 
which in a contract for letting for habitation by persons of the 
working classes of a house, or part of a house, there shall be 
implied a condition that the house is at the commencement of 
the holding in all respects reasonably fit for habitation, could 
hardly, we think, apply to a patent defect like that of an 
unprotected window. 





In GENERAL, as is well known, the death of a legatee in the 
lifetime of the testator causes the legacy to lapse, but the recent 
decision of Farwett, J., in Stevens v. King (1904, 2 Ch. 30) 
shews that the courts do not act on this rule where the object of 
the testator in giving the legacy was not merely to make a gift, 
but to satisfy a moral obligation. This is the case, for instance, 
where a testator provides by his will for the payment of debts 
which have become statute-barred, and there are severai decisions 
that, under such circumstances, the estate of a creditor who pre- 
deceases the testator will be allowed to benefit under the will. 
In Williamson vy. Naylor (3 Y. & C. Ex. 208) the testator 
directed that a specified share of his residuary estate should 
be divided among certain creditors named in a schedule. It 
was er out by ALpERson, B., that the schedule referred not 
to individuals, but to debts, and consequently the intention was 
that the debts should be discharged whoever might be the 
persons actually benefitting. A similar decision was given in 
Philips v. Philips (3 Hare 281); and in Re Sowerby’s Trusts (2 
K. & J. 630) Woop, V.C., recognizing that the intention of 
the testator was to discharge his debts, declined to exclude 
creditors who had died in his lifetime, In the present case of 
Stevens v. King a beneficiary under a settlement had a life 
interest, with a power of appointment by will. She received 
from the trustee a greater sum than she was entitled to in 
respect of income, and in proceedings which were subsequently 
taken she undertook to make good the excess by executing an 
appointment in favour of the trustee. She made a will 
accordingly, but the trustee predeceased her, and it was argued 
that the appointment failed to take effect. Farwe.t, J., however, 
held that there had been no lapse. The above cases, he said, 
established the rule that if the court finds, upon the construction 
of the will, that the testator clearly intended not to give a mere 
bounty to the legatee, but to discharge what he regarded as a 
moral obligation, whether it were legally binding or not, and if 
that obligation still existed at the testator’s death, there was no 

failure of the testator’s object merely because the 
legatee died in his lifetime; and consequently, in such a case, 
death did not cause a lapse. The intention in the present case 
was to satisfy an obligation to the estate of the trustee, and 
hence the principle applied. 





Wuezz 4x injured workman is only partially incapacitated by 
an accident, and claims compensation under the Workmen’s 
Compensation Act, it is often very difficult for the judge or 





arbitrator to fix the amount of compensation on any well-estab. 
established rules and principles. The Act provides that in cases 
of total or partial incapacity the compensation is to be a weekly 
payment not exceeding fifty per cent. of the average weekly 
earnings of the injured man during the twelve months befor 
the accident. Here, in the case of total disablement, the Act 
seems to indicate with some clearness that the man should haye 
half his former wages; and this principle seems to have been 
generally followed. But where the incapacity is only partial— 
that is to say, where the man is able to do some work and to 
earn some wages—the Act is very vague, and gives but little 
indication of intention to the person who has to fix the amount 
of compensation. The provision is that ‘‘regard shall be had to 
the difference between the amount of the average weekly 
earnings of the workman before the accident, and the average 
amount which he is able to earn after the accident.” According 
to the facts proved in a recent case at the Bristol County Court, 
a young man had been earning 27s. a week before an accident, 
After a time he returned to work at 17s.a week. He claimed 
10s. a week from the employers, who were quite ready to pay 
him 5s. Now, it is clear that in such circumstances the Act is no 
guide to the judge. He is only vaguely told to “regard” the 
diminution in the earning power of the injured man. The offer 
of the employer was of half the difference between the two rates 
of wages. This measure of the compensation seems to be a logical 
deduction from the Act; for if a man earning nothing is to have 
half the wages he used to earn, it is reasonable that, if he earns 
something, he should have half the difference. This reasoning 
has, we believe, been very often adopted. The claimant in this 
case, however, demanded that his weekly payments should he 
such as to put him in the position of receiving as much as he 
did before the accident, so that he should not bea loser at all, 
pecuniarily, by the accident. The county court judge stated 
that in the darkness of the Act the only gleam of light was a 
dictum of Matuew, L.J., that the Act was intended to cause 
some portion of the pecuniary loss to fall upon the employer 
and some portion upon the workman. He accordingly awarded 
to the claimant 7s. 6d. a week. Therefore, three-quarters of the 
loss has to be borne by the employers and only one quarter by the 
injured man, which is better terms than the man often gets in 
such cases, and which will perhaps be thought by some to be 
unduly hard on the employer. The more certainty that can be 
introduced into the matter the better. Uncertainty is 
bad for all concerned. There must be a large amount of 
uncertainty in applying such an Act however well it is drawn; 
and the decision of the High Court on some points will doubt- 
less be required when the new amending Act which is promised 
becomes law. But there might very easily be more certainty as 
to the amount of compensation; and if there were, compromise 
would be much facilitated. We submit that, in the absence of 
any special circumstances, half the difference would be a very 
fair amount in such cases as these, and it was probably the 
amount contemplated by the authors of the Act. 





Tue casE of Re George Routledge & Sons (Limited), Hummel vy. 
George Routledge § Sons (Limited), decided by Buck.ey, J., on 
the 21st of July, is rather a singular one. The facts appear to 
have been that, under powers contained in their articles of 
association, the company issued a series of 750 first mortgage 
debentures of £100 each, to rank pari passu as a first charge on 
the assets of the company. All the debentures were issued. 
From time to time some of them came into the market, 


‘and sixteen of them were purchased by the 7 itself. 
) 


These debentures were transferred to the company by transfers 
in common form, and a note of the transfer was indorsed 
on each debenture. The company enterél upon the register 
of debenture-holders the name of the company itself 
as transferee and registered owner of the debentures in 
question, and subsequently sold these debentures to different 
persons. In each case a transfer in common form to the pur 
chaser was executed, in which the transferor’s name was given as 
that of the company and a note was endorsed on the debenture. 
The question arose in a debenture-holders’ action whether the 
transferees of the sixteen debentures were entitled to be treated 
as holders of the debentures which they had thus acquired. The 
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Jearned judge held that as, by taking a transfer of the deben-| landlord, as shewn b 


the fact that he retains control 


tures the company had become the assignee of its own debt and | over the street or outer door. Mr. Srrovup’s Judicial Dictionary 
of a charge upon its own aap sat to secure the payment, | collects, with his usual admirable completeness and care, 
the result was that the debt was absolutely gone. A man could | the various judicial definitions of the word, which amount in 


not be the assignee of his own debt and mortgagee of property | substance to the statement in Sweet’s Law Dictionary. 


If the 


of which he was also mortgagor, and inasmuch as the debt was | occupation of furnished apartments can be brought within the 
gone, the security was also gone. It was argued that the trans- | first of the foregoing definitions, there would seem to be no 
action was such that the company was bound to issue to the| right to distrain, for the occupation is not by lease but by 
transferees new debentures instead of those which had | licence. With regard to the second definition, it would apply to 


thus ceased to exist. 
the transferees good securities: they had only agreed to 
buy things which had ceased to exist as securities. 
must be a declaration that these debentures did not rank 
part passu with other debentures of the same issue. This 
decision may possibly be regarded with disfavour by the 
mercantile community, and be thought to savour of technicality. 
The purchase of the debentures by the company did not cansti- 
tute a payment of the amount secured by them in the ordinary 
course of business, and the case is not without some resemblance 
to that of a bill of exchange negotiated back to the acceptor, in 
which case the acceptor may (under the old law and sections 37 
and 59 of the Bills of Exchange Act, 1882) re-issue and further 


was, not that the transferees had no claim against the company 
in respect of the purchase-money paid by them, but merely that 
they had not established their claim to priority as debenture- 
holders over the claims of the general creditors. It was their 
duty at the time of the purchase to investigate the title of the 
company to issue the debentures. We cannot say that we are 
equally satisfied with the decision that the company was not 
bound to issue to the purchasers new debentures in the place of 
those which had ceased to exist. Assuming that they had the 
power to issue substituted debentures, we think that the contract 
of sale might reasonably be interpreted as a sale of debentures 
of the company of a specified value and not merely of the specific 
debentures offered to the purchasers. 





LaNDLORDS STILL retain their right to distrain for rent, though 
it has been somewhat curtailed by the Legislature. But in 
order to support a distress for rent, there must be a letting of 
the exclusive possession of a house, room, or land, and the 
question has lately arisen whether the occupier of furnished 
apartments is a tenant liable to a distress for money due from 
him for his lodging. The earlier authorities seem to assume 
that such a distress would be lawful, and in Woodfall on Land- 
lord and Tenant the case of Newman v. Anderton (2 Bos. & P. 
N. R. 224) is cited as being in favour of this view. In that 
case, however, the only point argued was whether, having 
regard to the fact that part of the amount payable by the 
occupier must have been charged for the use of the furniture, 
the rent could be considered in contemplation of law to 
issue out of the realty. There are other cases in which 
it appears to have been held that an agreement to let 
lodgings is a contract for an interest in land within 
the Statute of Frauds, but, as in the foregoing case, the 
question whether the occupier of such lodgings could be 
distrained upon by the person who let them did not arise. No 
one can doubt that this question is of much importance. In the 
larger English cities, and in London in particular, the number 
of persons who occupy furnished lodgings is great, and that there 
should be any doubt as to whether those who let such lodgings 
have the ordinary remedies of English landlords is highly incon- 
venient. But the question appears to us to be by no means free 
from difficulty. 





Tiere 18 apparently no legal definition of the term “lodger.” 
It is said in the Oxford English Dictionary that a lodger is one who 
resides as an inmate in another person’s house paying a certain 
sum periodically for the accommodation. This Sedition would 
more properly apply to the sojourner in a boarding-house or toa 
“paying guest’? than to a person who stipulates for the use of 
certain rooms, and we pass on to Sweet’s Law Dictionary, 
which defines a lodger as a person who occupies rooms 


There | him with what is usually 


But the contract was not to give| the common case of a person who takes part of, or rooms in, a 
house, the landlord also residing on the premises and supplying 


ed “attendance.” It may be 

argued that this is not a demise, for the landlord has not parted 
with all his interest in the subject-matter, though the occupier 

has the exclusive enjoyment of the rooms. But it seems to us 
that the fact that the landlord resides in the house, that he 

rovides attendance, and that he has control over the outer door, 

S not conclusively shew that there has not been a parting with 
the exclusive possession of part of the premises. The question 
is one of intention. A lease of a separate and furnished floor 
might easily be prepared ay that the landlord should 
retain control over the outer door an spanner attendance, but also 
providing that the occupier should be considered as the lessee 
of the floor with all the rights and liabilities of a lessee. Where 
there is no lease in writing, the intention of the parties must 
be gathered from the facts. In this state of uncertainty the 
person letting lodgings should, as a general rule, resort to some 
other remedy than that of distress for the recovery of the amount 
due to him for the lodgings. 





In tHE casE of Imperial Tobacco Co. (of Great Britain and 
Ireland) (Limited) v. Purnell §& Co. (21 R. P. CO. 598), Cozzns- 
Harpy, L.J., speaking for himself, is reported to have said: 
‘“‘T think there is a tendency to exaggeration in these pee 
off cases, an exaggeration which I think requires to be carefully 
scrutinized and modified in the court.” Every opinion of this 
distinguished judge carries great weight. But if we turn to 
the particular facts which appear to have evoked this dictum, 
the case seems to have been one in which the attention of the 
learned judge who first heard the case, as well as of the counsel 
who presented it to him, seems to have been directed to testing 
the credibility of a particular witness, the defendant, and to the 
accuracy of specific facts rather than the opinions of trade 
witnesses. This being so, it is not easy to see the ground for 
the Lord Justice’s criticism if it related to the case before him, 
especially as the Court of Appeal found it easy not to disturb what 
was in effect the verdict of the judge below, who had seen the 
witnesses. The true comment, as it seems to us, to be made on 
these cases touches a question of great importance to the traders 
of this country. The fashion of advertising and displaying 
goods has reached such a pitch that there is great temptation on 
the less scrupulous members of the community to imitate the 
attractive or popular features of the ‘‘get-up” of a successful 
commodity, quite irrespective of any registered trade-mark. In 
this state of things it would seem equitable that the courts 
should as sedulously protect a manufacturer who hasinventeda new 
and distinctive dress for his goods, which have come to be 
known thereby, as they do the proprietor of letters patent 
or a registered trade-mark or design. It is in the courts of 
equity that such a man expects to find a reward for his enter- 
prize in ones rights for himself by obtaining relief against 
that particular form of wrong-doing which is called “ passing off 
one’s goods as though they were the goods of another.” 


Ir 1s the settled usage for passengers by omnibus to jump 
out while the vehicle is in motion, and a similar usage exists in 
the case of railway carriages. Does a ger who jumps out 
of any such vehicle while it isin motion and sustains injury 
forfeit any — for he nem the — having control 
of the vehicle for starting without leaving the passenger time to 
get out? This cates hi recently been discussed in Agith v, 
The Ottawa and New York Railway Co. (5 Ontario Law Rep. 





ma house of which the general possession remains in the 


116), where the action was brought to recover damages for an 
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accident sustained by the plaintiff through the alleged negli- 
gence of the defendants. The plaintiff was a passenger on the 
defendant’s railway from the city of Ottawa to Finch station on 
the same line of railway. On the arrival of the train at Finch 
station, it did not stop, as alleged by the plaintiff, for a sufficient 
length of time to allow him to alight from the train, and in 
attempting to do so while the train was in motion, he fell and was 
injured. The jury found that the time during which the train 
remained at Finch station was not sufficient to allow the plain- 
tiff to alight, but that he was aware when he reached the plat- 
form of the car that the train was in motion. The Court of 
Appeal held that, upon these findings, the defendants were not 
entitled to a nonsuit, for it was for the jury to consider and 
say whether, taking into consideration the plaintiff’s position 
when the train began to move, the speed it had attained, and 
the point it had reached before he got on the step, the place on 
which he could alight, the effect upon his movements of the 
bundle or parcel which he carried, and the other circumstances, 
the plaintiff was guilty of negligence in attempting to alight. 
We see nothing to object to in this ruling, but we cannot but 
think that in similar cases it would generally lead to a verdict 
for the plaintiff. 





A CoRRESPONDENCE relating to state-aided emigration of Poor 
Law children has recently been published, but we cannot find 
any reference in the correspondence to the existing law with 
reference to such emigration, and the matter is discussed as if 
the Legislature had made no provision for the emigration of 
orphans and deserted children. By the Poor Law Amendment 
Act, 1850, itis provided that it shall be lawful for the guardians 
of any union or parish, in like manner and subject to the same 
regulations, limitations, and restrictions as are contained in the 
Poor Law Amendment Act, 1849, but with the consent in writing 
of the parish of the chargeability, to expend money in and about 
the emigration of any poororphan or deserted child under the 
age of sixteen who may be chargeable to some parish in their 
union, and charge the expense to the parish to which the orphan 
or deserted child is chargeable at the time of the emigration. 
The powers conferred by this Act have quite recently been 
exercised by the guardians of Metropolitan parishes. 








The Priorities of Debenture-holders 
and Execution Creditors. 


Tne decision of Cuannewt, J., in Robinson v. Burnell’s Vienna 
Bakery Co. (Limited) (52 W. R. 526; 1904, 2 K. B. 624) deals 
with a question which has frequently been before the courts— 
to what extent debenture-holders, who have a floating charge 
on the assetsof a company, can claim priority over execution 
creditors—and it is interesting from the fact that it treated 
Robson vy. Smith (43 W. R. 632; 1895, 2 Ch. 118), which 
ogg a garnishee order to override the debentures, as sound 
Ww. 
The general proposition that the mere levying of an execution 
does not defeat the rights of debenture-holders appears to have 
been established by an observation of the Court of Appeal in 
the course of the argument in Re Standard Manufacturing Co. 
(39 W. R. 389; 1891, 1 Ch., p. 641). ‘It is well settled,” 
it was there said, ‘‘that an execution creditor takes subject 
to all equities.” He takes, therefore, subject to the equitable 
charge upon the company’s property created by the debentures. 
The charge is usually, as to the moveable property, a floating 
charge, but it floats only to the extent of allowing the assets to 
be dealt with in the ordinary course of business, and such 
ordinary course does not include seizure under an execution. 
Hence it was said by Livvtzy, L.J., in Re Opera (Limited) (39 
W. R. 398; 1891, 3 Ch., p. 263), “After the decision in Re 
Standard Manufacturing Co. (supra), it seems tolerably plain and 
settled that the rights of the holders of debentures must prevail 
even as against the execution creditor, at least before sale.” In 
Taunton v. Sheriff of Warwickshire (43 W. BR. 579; 1895, 2 Ch. 
319) Kexewicu, J., decided that the rights of the debenture- 


of sale until handed over to the execution creditor. But in th 
Court of Appeal it was held that, upon the facts of the cay 
there had on no sale by the sheriff, and hence it was ny 
necessary to affirm the decision of Kexewicu, J., to its fyj 
extent. 


The whole question as to the priorities of the debentur. 
holders and the execution creditor was considered by a Division, 
Court, consisting of Lord Russr.t, C.J., and Maruew, J., in 
Davey § Co. v. Williamson 5 Sons (46 W. R. 571; 1898, 2 QB, 
194), and the priority of the debenture-holders was affirmed, 
notwithstanding that, prior to the levying of the execution, they 
had done nothing to putin force their security. The county court 
judge had decided in favour of the execution creditor on tw 
grounds, (1) that the rights of the debenture-holders had not 
become ‘‘ crystallized,” the debentures not having become due, 
and no receiver for the debenture-holders having been appointed; 
and (2) that seizure of the company’s goods under execution was 
a dealing with such goods in the ordinary course of busines, 
But according to the judgment of the Divisional Court neither of 
these grounds was sustainable. The transaction was not a deal. 
ing in the ordinary course of business. It could not, it was 
pointed out, be properly described as a dealing by the company 
at all. It was acompulsory legal process directed against the com- 
pany, not a dealing bythem. And this being so, it was immaterial 
whether the debentures had ‘“‘crystallized” or not. It was enough 
that the goods were’ charged by the debentures and that this 
charge was only liable to be displaced by a dealing in the 
ordinary course of business. ‘‘The rights of the execution 
creditor,” said Lord Rvussext, ‘are subject, not only to the 
legal, but also to the equitable rights of the debenture-holders, 
The sheriff cannot merely by seizing affect the rights of third 
persons to which property was subject when in the hands of 
the debtors, unless, indeed, such third persons have debarred 
themselves from the assertion of such rights. It follows, there- 
fore, that there was no interest of the judgment debtor in the 
property seized available to satisfy the judgment debt.” And 
this principle was applied by Wriaut, J., in Simultaneous Colour 
Printing Syndicate v. Foweraker (1901, 1 Q. B. 771) to a case 
where there had been no actual issue of debentures, but only an 
agreement to issue them. It was held that, although the goods 
were seized before the actual issue of the debentures, yet the 
execution creditor was only entitled subject to the charge on the 
goods in favour of the intended debenture-holders. Apparently 
such a result would be impossible in the case of transactions to 
which the Companies Act, 1900, applies. 


It has already been stated that the same advantage has not 
been allowed to the debenture-holders as against a creditor who 
has attached a debt due to the company by a garnishee order. 
In Robson v. Smith (supra) the debenture-holder, who had a 
charge on all the property of the company, recovered judgment 
for the principal and interest due on his debenture, and subse- 
quently garnishee orders were obtained by other creditors 
attaching a debt due to the company. The debenture-holder 
oe gave notice to the debtor not to pay under the 
garnishee orders, and upon his doing so the debenture-holder 
sued him for the amount he had so paid. It was held, how- 
ever, by Romer, J., that the debenture-holder’s charge had 
been displaced. The charge, he pointed out, was only a 
floating security, and nothing had occurred to prevent its retaining 
this character. ‘‘ No receiver had been appointed at the instance 
of the debenture-holder, nor had the plaintiff taken any step as 
against the company to enforce his security or to prevent the 
company from carrying on its business.” It may be suggested, 
however, that the obtaining of a garnishee order is merely 
a form of execution, and that this is not such a dealing with 
the company’s property in the ordinary course of business as 
will set it free from the charge pac: f by the debenture, and 
Robson v. Smith has not been accepted as unimpeachable: see 
Palmer’s Comp. Prec., vol. 3, p. 67. 

In the present case of Robinson v. Burnell's Vienna Bakery Co 
(supra) a complication was introduced by the fact that the sheriff, 
who had entered into possession of the company’s goods under & 
writ of fi. fa., had abstained from selling. In order to avoid 4 
sale of the stock-in-trade, an arrangement had been made, with 
the assent of the execution creditor, that the sheriff, in con- 








holders were not prejudiced by the mere fact of a sale being 
made by the sheriff, and that they were entitled to the proceeds | 


sideration of his not selling the goods seized, should receive 





1either of 
it a deal. 
t, it was 
company 
the com: 
imaterial 
8 enough 
that this 
r in the 
xecution 
r to the 
-holders, 
of third 
ands of 
lebarred 
s, there- 
- in the 
” And 
18 Colour 
> @ case 
only an 
e goods 
yet the 
3 on the 
parently 
tions to 


has not 
tor who 
» order. 
» had a 
dgment 
| subse- 
reditors 
-holder 
ler the 
- holder 
i, how- 
ze had 
only a 


nstance 
step as 
ent the 
gested, 
merely 
ig with 
ness as 
re, and 
le: 800 


ery Co 
sheriff, 
nder & 
void & 
o, with 
n con- 
receive 


Oct. 22, 1904, 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


[Vol. 48.} 801 








£3 5s. a day out of the takings of the company’s business, of which 
5s. was to be for his charges for possession. Under this arrange- 
ment the sheriff received down to the 24th of November, 1903, 
asum of £81 5s., of which £6 5s. represented his own charges, 
and there was thus a balance of £75 available for the execution 
creditor. On the 23rd of November, however, a receiver had 
been appointed in a debenture-holder’s action, and the £75 was 
claimed by the receiver. It was held by Cuannett, J., 
that the money was in the hands of the sheriff on behalf of 
the execution creditor, and that there had been in effect a 
part payment of his debt while the company was still carrying 
on its business. ‘‘I think,” said the learned judge, “that 
Robson v. Smith (supra) is an authority for the proposition that 
if the money is paid in payment of a debt, or as an instalment 
of a debt, it does not signify if it is paid under pressure.” It 
may be questioned whether Robson v. Smith did not go a good deal 
further than this, and whether the attaching of the debt due to 
the company by a garnishee order had any analogy to the 
payment made under the arrangement in the present case. The 
real ground of the decision does not, indeed, seem to require 
any support from Robson v. Smith. There was notin fact any 
realization of the assets of the company by the sheriff, but 
merely an arrangement for voluntary payment which was 
intended to have the effect of avoiding realization. It was 
perfectly open to argue that these payments were made in the 
course of the ordinary business of the company, and hence the 
execution creditor was entitled to the benefit of them. Thus the 
decision in no way runs counter to the cases above mentioned 
where the debenture-holders’ claims have been sustained. 








Reviews. 


The Intermediate Law Examination. 


THE INTERMEDIATE LAW EXAMINATION MADE Easy: A COMPLETE 
GUIDE TO SELF-PREPARATION IN THE 14TH EDITION OF Mr, 
SERJEANT STEPHEN’S NEW CoMMENTARIES ON THE LAWs OF 
ENGLAND (ExctupINnG Boox VI.). BrEtnG THE SuBsECT SELECTED 
FOR THE INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION OF THE LAW SOCIETY. 
By AtBEeRT Gisson. TWELFTH Epition. By the AUTHOR and 
H. Gipson Rivineton, M.A., Solicitors. The ‘‘Law Notes” 
Publishing Offices, 25 and 26, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


We are informed in the preface that the present edition of this 
“Guide to Stephen” has been thoroughly revised, more especially in 
regard to the alterations made in the 14th edition of the Commen- 
taries, and also in regard to the inclusion of Book IV. of the 
Commentaries in the subjects set for the Intermediate Examination 
after 1904 ; and as the work has attained to a twelfth edition no doubt 
with this revision it will continue to be a favourite resort of students. 
The whole subject is carefully parcelled out so as to enable a student 
to cover the course, allowing time also for revision, in seven months. 
Remarks are offered on the contents of each chapter of the Comment- 
aries, and the points to be noted are enumerated. Test papers also 
are given which will assist the student to judge whether he is making 
sufficient progress to face the ordeal of examination with a fair ho 
of success. e author assures him in a closing sentence that, if he 
conscientiously follows the course of work laid down, the passing of 
the —— will present no difficulty, and we have no doubt he 
is right. 





Books Received. 


Key and Elphinstone’s Compendium of Precedents in Conveyancing. 
Eighth Edition. By Sir HowaArp WARBURTON ELPHINSTONE, Bart., 
M.A., one of the Conveyancing Counsel of the Court, FREDERICK 
TRENTHAM Maw, B.A., LL.B., and Ernest MELvitt Bonvs, 
B.A., Barristers-at-Law. In Two Vols. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


A Practical Treatise on the Law of Trusts. By the late THomas 
Lewin, Esq. Eleventh Edition, With an Appendix containing the 
Trustee Act, 1893, Printed in Full and ‘Aunabeteh to? Reference to the 
Text of the Work. By Cxcrt C. M. DALg, Barrister-at-Law. Sweet 
& Maxwell (Limited). 


A Treatise on the Law of Contracts, By Joszpu Currry, jun, Esq. 
Fourteenth Edition. By J. M. Lgry, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Sweet 
& Maxwell (Limited). 

A Treatise upon the Law of Bankruptcy and Bills of Sale. With 
an m5 “Sa containing the Bankruptcy Acts, 1883-1890 ; General 
Rules, Forms, Scales of Costs and Fees; Rules and Forms of 1902, 





under section 122; Deeds of Arrangement Acts, 1887, 1890, Rules 
and Forms ; Board of Trade and Court Orders and Circulars ; Debtors 
Acts, 1869, 1878; Rules and Forms of 1903; Bills of Sale Acts, 1878- 
1891, &c., &c. By Epwarp T. BALpwin, M.A., Barrister-at-Law 
Ninth Edition. Stevens & Haynes. 

The Law Quarterly Review. Edited by Sir FrepErick PoLtock, 
Bart, D.C.L., LL.D. October, 1904. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 








Law Societies. 
The Law Society. 


AnnvaL ProvinciaAL Meetine. 


Our reporter last week stated that the invitation for the meeting in 1906 
was at “‘ Liverpool.”? It should, of course, have been at ‘‘ Manchester.” 
In the report of the banquet, Mr. Norton, who proposed the toast of the 
bench.and the bar, should have been described as president of the Man- 
chester Incorporated Law Association. 


Bristol Incorporated Law Society. 


The following are extracts from the report of the council : 

Legal Education.—The Law Lectures have been continued and two 
courses have been given, one on ‘‘ Trusts and the Doctrines of Equity,” 
and one on ‘Commercial Law’’; 31 students joined the former course 
and 20 the latter. Mr. G. H. Boucher was again the lecturer, and his 
reports of the attendance at and general results of the lectures are satis- 
factory. During the year 21 articled clerks from Bristol have passed the 
examinations of the Law Society; of these, 10 passed the Intermediate 
Examination and 11 the Final Examination. Of the former Mr. A. V. 
Wright, articled to Mr. H. C. A. Day, was placed in the first class in the 
April examination ; and of the latter, 7 obtained honours—viz., Mr. A. L. 
Jenkins, B.A, LL.B. (Camb.), articled to Messrs. Tanner & Clarke, first 
class honours, and Mr. W. W. Gibbs, B.A. (Oxon.), articled to Mr. H. G. 
Vassall, and Mr. T. P. Pritchard, articled to Messrs. Burgess & Sloan, 
second class honours at the Jan examination; Mr. D. H. Clarke, 
articled to Mr. James Cochrane, third class honours at the April examina- 
tion; and Mr. 8. L. Harvey, articled to Messrs. Page & Thompson, Mr. 
J. F. Salter, articled to Mr. W. Henderson, and Mr. E. F. Trump, articled 
to Mr. H. J. Hobbs, third class honours at the June examination. The 
council consequently have awarded a prize of £10 10s. in books to Mr. 
Jenkins, also similar prizes of £6 6s. to Mr. Gibbs and Mr. Pritchard, 
and of £3 3s. each to Mr. Clarke, Mr. Harvey, Mr. Salter, and Mr. Trump. 
The council are glad to be able to report that Mr. H. C. Trapnell has 
been elected a member of the committee of the Law Society on Legal 
Education. 

Council of the Law Society—Under the regulations for the election of 
Extraordinary members made under the authority of the Supplemental 
Charter, this society was requested to nominate a person, being a member 
of the Law Society and also a member of this society, for election as such, 
and at a special general meeting of this society called for the purpose 
Mr. F. F. Cartwright was nominated accordingly, and he was subsequently 
duly elected by the Council of the Law Society. 








Law Students’ Journal. 
Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Srvupents’ Denatinc Socrery.—Oct. 11.—Chairman, Mr. H. G. 
Barrett.—The subject for debate was: ‘‘ That this House is of opinion 
that in the interests of justice a Criminal Court of Appeal should be 
established.”” Mr. W. N. Gibbs opened in the affirmative; Mr. H. 
Rendell opened in the negative. e following members also spoke : 
Messrs. G. W. Powers, J. R. Smith, A. C. Doughty, J. Scott Duckers, 
F. J. Parks, H. C, Myers, E. B. Ames, Hamilton Fox. The opener 
having replied, the motion was lost by two votes. 


Oct. 18.—Chairman, Mr. H. G. Barrett.—The subject for debate was: 
‘That the case of Kesth v. Twentieth Century Club (Limited) (73 L. J. Ch. 
545) was wrongly decided.”” Mr. P. M. C. Hart opened in the affirmative, 
Mr. H. Wiltshire seconded in the affirmative; Mr. P. B. Henderson 
ae in the negative, Mr. H. C. Mitchell seconded in the negative. 

e following members also spoke: Messrs. J. Scott Duckers, J. Stooke 
Vaughan, A. W. Findlay, W. M. Pleadwell, J. R. Smith. The motion 
was lost by eleven votes. 


Brruincuam Law Srvupents’ Socrery.—Oct. 18.—Mr, Isaac Bradley 
presided, and thirty-four members were present.—After the transaction 
of special business, a debate took on the following moot: ‘‘D. has 
contracted to purchase a freehold property from C. The abstract of title 
shews: (1) A building lease of ag age Po from A. to B. for ninety - 
nine years ; (2) a conveyance for value of the property in 1870 from A. to 
B. his heirs and assigns, subject to but with the benefit of the lease; (5) a 

in 1880 by B. to C. his heirs and assigns without 
" e conditions of sale provide that the title shall 
commence with the lease and conveyance, and C, is selling as mortgagee 
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under a power in that behalf in the mortgage. Has a good title been dis- 
closed according to the contract or can D. make any material requisitions 
as regards the leasehold interest ?’’ 'The speakers on the affirmative were 
Messrs. E. Woodward, 0. 8. Hooper, F. E. L. Bache, G. Bradley, R. A. 
Tench, and R.S. Willes, and on the negative Messrs, 8. Morris, J. J. 
Pritchard, J. H: Round, and H. W. Lyde. After the openers on both 
sides had replied, the chairman summed up, and the vote resulted as 
follows: for the affirmative ten, and the negative eight. 








Obituary. 
Mr. C. H. Hopwood, K.C. 


Mr. Charles Henry Hopwood, K.C., Recorder of Liverpool, died on the 
14th inst. He was the fifth son of Mr. John 8. Hopwood, solicitor, 
formerly of Chancery-lane, London, and was educated at King’s College, 
London. He was called to the bar in 1853, and joined the Northern 
Circuit and attained a good practice on that circuit and in London. In 
1874 he was made a Queen’s Counsel. In 1886 he was appointed Recorder 
of Liverpool. In this position his adoption of the system of short sentences, 
perhaps originally as a protest against the severity of the sentences which 
some judges were at that time in the habit of imposing, attracted great 
attention. In legal circles, says the St. James’s Gazette, he soon became 
known as “‘ One-day Hopwood,” and the criminal classes genially referred 
to him as ‘‘ Daddy Hopwood.’’ Where prisoners had the option of being 
dealt with summarily by a magistrate Or of going to the sessions, they 
would, unless very young in crime, always elect to ‘‘ go before Hopwood.”’ 
Under his administration the number of cases at the sessions decreased 
very much, partly no doubt owing to the general decrease of crime, but 
largely because wherever possible magistrates would commit prisoners 
charged with serious offences to the assizes rather than the sessions, or 
deal with them summarily on minor charges. He sat as Member of Parlia- 
ment for Stockport from 1874 to 1885, and as member for the Middleton 
Division of Lancashire from 1892 to 1895. 


Mr. B. H. Watts. 


Mr. Benjamin Hink Watts, solicitor, of Bath, died on the 15th inst. 
He was admitted in 1876, and was clerk of the peace and town clerk of the 
city of Bath. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. T. W. Weeprnc, solicitor, of Kingston-upon-Thames, has been 
unanimously elected Clerk of the Peace for Surrey and also Clerk of the 
Surrey County Council, in the place of the late Sir Richard Wyatt. Mr. 
Weeding has for some years past acted as deputy-clerk. . 

Mr. Frevextck Freeman Puuitport, solicitor, of the firm of Messrs. 
Philpot & Morrell, of 12, Bedford-row, London, has been appointed a 
Master of the Supreme Court (Taxing Department), in succession to the 
late Mr. Francis J. Webster. 


Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions. 


James Parrrrmpce Capgcr, tes Henry Metsome, and Grorce 
Denxcan Guey, solicitors (Cape , Weston-super-Mare. Sept. 20. 
So far as regards the said ( enry Melsome only ; such business 
will be carried on in future by the said James Partridge Capell and 
George Duncan Grey. [ Gazette, Oct. 14. 
Antave Rircnre Upsonn and Samus, Cuerwynp Leecnu, solicitors 
Morgan, Upjohn, & Leech), Walworth House, 51, Holborn -viaduct, 
London. Oct. 13. The business is now and will in future be carried on by 
the said Arthur Ritehie Upjohn under the style or firm of Morgan & 
Tpjohn. t 
Moxuts Roperts-Jones and Wiii1am Joun Everett, solicitors (Roberts- 
Jones & Everett), Cardiff, Pontypool, Abertillery, and elsewhere, in the 
counties of Glamorgan and Monmouth. Sept. 30. [ Gazette, Oct. 18. 


Ts 


General. 


The Globe says it is understood that the inquiry before the Beck Com- 
mittee will be completed during the present week. 

It is stated that the statue of the late Lord Russell of Killowen, which 
has been executed by Mr. Brock, k.A., will shortly be placed in position 
in the central hall of the Royal Courts of Justice. 

A remarkable case is, says the St. James's Gazette, occupying the atten- 
tion of the United States courte. Miss Helen Humphries, after some 
correspondence, came all the way from Nebraska to New Jersey to marry 
aman, George W. Hoagland, whom she had never seen. Mr. Hoagland 
turned out to be a grey-headed man of seventy years, instead of the young 
man represented by a photograph sent to her. She declared that she had 
been deceived and refused to marry Mr. Hoagland. Miss Humphries is 
rung tor DF 





It is announced that Mr. Balfour Browne, K.C., will shortly proceed to 
South Africa to represent as leading counsel the owners of waterworks in 
the arbitration which is to determine what is to be paid for the purchase 
of these by the Rand Water Board. 


A white man was, says the Central Law Journal, arraigned beforea 
coloured justice for killing a man and stealing a mule. Said the justice: 
‘‘1’se got two kinds of law in dis court—de Texas law and the Arkansas; 
now which will you hab?’’ Prisoner: ‘‘ I believe I’ll take the Arkansas,” 
Judge: ‘* Well den, I’ll discharge you for stealin’ de mule, and hang you 
for killin’ de man.’’ Prisoner: ‘‘I guess, Judge, I’ll take the Texas.” 
Judge: ‘‘ Well, den, I’ll discharge you for killin’ de man, and hang you 
for stealin’ de mule.” 


In an Iowa law court, says the Green Bag, an attorney was arguing with 
great earnestness and eloquence. In the midst of his argument he paused 
a moment and said: ‘‘ I see your honour shakes his head at that statement, 
I desire to reaffirm it, although your honour dissents.” ‘‘I have not in. 
timated,’’ replied the judge, ‘‘ how I should construe the evidence or what 
my decision will be in the case, and your remark is uncalled for.” ‘‘ You 
shook your head.”” ‘* That may be true,’’ the court replied. ‘‘ There 
was a fly on my ear, and I reserved the right to remove it in any manner 
I saw fit. Proceed with your argument.”’ 


Mr. A. T. Lawrence, the new judge in the King’s Bench Division, who 
has been Recorder of Windsor for many years, sat in that capacity for the 
last time on Tuesday. He was congratulated by the Mayor (Mr. A. W. 
Shipley), and on behalf of the bar by Mr. H. Sturges. Mr. Justice 
Lawrence, in reply, regretted the severance of his connection with the 
borough. At the same time, he was, of course, proud of achieving one of 
the highest positions a lawyer could hope to attain—that of a judge in the 
High Uourt of his country. It was a position in which there were great 
opportunities of doing good, there being no work of a higher order a man 
could undertake than administering justice to his fellow-creatures. 


Lord Lindley, speaking at the annual meeting of the Norwich Law 
Students’ Society, said that he was proud to be a law student, and he had 
been one for the last fifty years or more. Law touched every kind of 
knowledge, and the law of every country was based more or less directly 
on the views that country took of religion and morals. It touched eve’ 
scientific question which bore upon the happiness or misery of mankind. 
Medical science and general knowledge came to be of use to the lawyer; 
but the law above all was based upon history. The man who would master 
the law, not merely as a technical art but as an intelligent pursuit, must 
bear in mind that he could not learn it and appreciate it by having recourse 
to cut-and-dried theories and systems. It was because of its history that 
it was so charming a pursuit, and those who would take that view of it 
would take a much larger view than by studying the Annual Practice 
or the Revised Reports. . 


A picture of the practices resorted to a hundred years ago by attorneys 
who had been struck off the rolls is given in an extract reprinted by the 
Times from its issue of the 15th of October, 1804. It says that ‘‘ One of 
those pests to society, who, for his infamous conduct, has been struck off 
the roll of attorneys, and is now become a common informer, has of late 
employed a number of persons, of similar character, to go round the town 
to buy of the oil-shops, &c., a small quantity of spruce beer, and then 
lodge informations against the parties for selling beer without a licence. 
He began in Southwark, where a magistrate convicted all who came before 
him, but extending his practices to Middlesex, he lodged several informa- 
tions at the police-office, in Queen-square; the same came on for a hear- 
ing on Saturday last, when on a full and impartial investigation of the several 
Acts of Parliament on the subject, particularly the 35th of Geo. III., the 
same were quashed, to the satisfaction of all present, except the informer.” 


The free and easy methods of Italian justice are, says the St. James’s 
Gazette, exemplified by Professor Lombroso’s incursion into the Bonmartini 
case. While the prisoners are on their trial he has taken the opportunity 
of announcing his conviction that the Countess is innocent, that Tullio is 
the victim of an “‘ incontrollable impulse,’’ and that the girl Bonnetti should 
be in an asylum. Lombroso’s opinion carries great weight, so that there 
is an increasing belief that the accused persons, being Socialists and Free- 
thinkers, are the victims of Roman Catholic prosecutors and judges. This 
may be the truth—we will not pretend to say—but it is equally probable 
that the circumstances of the crime have disposed the people in favour of 
the prisoners. When love or passion forms the motive for murder, the 
Latin races seem to be immediately deprived of the judicial capacity. 
Their impartiality vanishes under the wings of Cupid. A scientist like 
Professor Lombroso is probably free from sentimental prepossessions, but 


| that very fact, one would think, should have prevented his early interfer- 


ence with the course of justice. If science fails, who (in Italy) shall 


attempt to hold the scales evenly? 


Messrs. J. E. Evans-Jackson & Co. write to the Times stating that they 
have just received a copy of the provisional regulatiens governing the regis- 
tration of trade-marks in China, promulgated by the Chinese Government, 
and which regulations come into force on the 23rd inst. A central regis- 


| tration office will be opened in Peking, with branch offices in Tien-tsin and 


at Shanghai, where applications may be made. Clause 1 provides that regis- 
tration shall be compulsory, if the right to the exclusive use of a trade- 
mark in China is desired. Clause 6 provides that the first-comer shall be 
entitled to registration, and that all marks in respect of which application 
is made on the same day and at the same time will be caster Clause 
9 provides that the period during which either Chinese or foreign merchants 
shall have the exclusive right to a trade-mark shall be limi to 20 years 
from the date of registration, and, further, that trade-marks registered 
abroad (i.¢., in Great Britain) shall only have protection in China for 4 
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period of 20 years from the date of the original registration (i.c., in Great 
Britain). Clause 10 deals with renewals, but it is not clear if such renewals 
extend beyond the specified 20 years for foreign marks. 
Correspondence between Messrs. Lewis & Lewis, on behalf of Mr. Beck, 
and the secretary of the Committee of Inquiry has been published. The 
rt of the first letters was that the committee declined to hear counsel 
or solicitor on behalf of Mr. Beck. In a further letter, dated the 18th of 
October, the secretary says: ‘‘I am to state that the committee see no 
reason to reconsider their decision not to hear counsel for Mr. Beck. In 
their opinion the inquiry partakes in no degree of the nature of a private 
litigation, but has for its object to ascertain in the public interest only the 
causes to which a miscarriage of justice in a particular case is attributable. 
With regard to Mr. Beck’s difficulty as a foreigner in making an oral 
statement, I beg to — what I have said in my former letter—viz., that 
the committee are willing to receive any written statement or suggestion 
which Mr. Beck may desire to make in conducting the inquiry. The 
committee would receive such a statement at any time convenient to Mr. 
Beck, and I need not assure you it would receive at their hands as much 
attention as any speech by counsel on his behalf.’’ To this Messrs. Lewis 
& Lewis replied as follows on the same day: ‘‘ We acknowledge with 
thanks your letter of the 18th inst., in which you state that the committee 
see no reason to reconsider their decision not to allow counsel to be heard on 
behalf of Mr. Beck. You will have observed that in our letter of yester- 
day we stated that Mr. Beck would not attend to-day, and we did so in 
the hope that our request might be complied with, but we had no 
intention of suggesting that Mr. Beck would not attend the inquiry. Mr. 
Beck will, therefore, personally attend at the sitting of the committee to- 
morrow, and will, as far as he is able, make a statement, but he is quite 
incapable of pointing out the various points which we think should be 
brought to the attention of the committee. Will the committee, therefcre, 
after Mr. Beck’s statement is made, permit us to send in a short statement 
on his behalf, mentioning such points as we think may be of assistance to 
the committee in this inquiry? On Wednesday the president said there 
was apparently some misapprehension in the mind of the public as to the 
position of the committee with respect to Mr. Beck’s case. Their function 
was to deal with a public mischief, and, if possible, to find out the flaw 
which led to the wrongful incarceration of Mr. Beck. The inquiry was 
instituted with the full acknowledgment of Mr. Beck’s innocence, and 
though he was the occasion of the inquiry he was no more personally 
concerned in it than anyone else. 








. 7 . 
Winding-up Notices. 
London Gasette.—Frivay, Oct. 14. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LiumTep in CaANCERY. 

D B Syxvicarte, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented Aug 19, directed to be heard 
Oct 25. Spyer & Sons, London wall. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named 
not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 24 . 

E:moze Trust, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented July 30, directed to be heard 
Oct 25. Church & Co, Bedford row, solors for petner. Notice of appearing must reach 
the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 24 

Horers Acquisition SynpicaTse, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented Aug 30, 
directed to be heard Oct 25. Barker & Son, Union ct, Old Broad st, solors for petner. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the 
afternoon of Oct 24 

Howarp Hiytroys Companies, Liwirep—Creditors are uired, on or before Oct 25, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Percy 
Brown, 194, Wolverhampton st, Dudley 

Housert-BramMiey Motor Co, Limirep (1x Liquipation)—Creditors are required, on or 
before Nov 8, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to John H. Booth, “ Glen,” Abbotstone rd, yy 3 . 

Kitiexe Srwnpicate, nll to are required, on or before Nov 28, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Fred T. Dixon, 
1464, Queen Victoria st 

Lauepron Cius SunDERLAND, LimiTEp (1x Votuntary Liquipation)—Petn for winding up, 
presented Oct 6, directed to be heard at Sunderland on Oct 28, in, Sunderland, solor. 
Notice 8 appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 c’clock in the after- 
noon of Oct 24 

Martin Preumatic Tyre Co, Lunrep—Petn for winding up, presented Oct 11, directed to 
be heard Oct 25. Burn & Berridge, Old Broad st, solors for petners. Notice of 
eppearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 


Moror Mayugacturixe Co, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented Oct 13, directed to 
be heard Oct 25 Redfern & Hunt, Abchurch ln, for Redfern & Son, Birmingham, solors 
i pone. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock 

in the afternoon of Oct 24 


Prenton Syxpicats, Limirev—Petn for winding up, presented Oct 10, directed to be |- 


heard at the Court House, Government bldgs, Victoria st, Liv: Oct 28, at 10. 
Rutherfords, Castie st, Liverpool, solors for petners Notice of appearing must reach 
the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 27 

Tomcox, Liwrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 25, to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John Abbott Heiron, 30, 
Moorgate st. Owen, Lancaster pl, Strand, solor 

Warkin Brotaers, Linrrep—Petn for winding up, presented Aug 22, directed to be heard 
Oct 25. Stephenson & Co, Lembard st, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must 

above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Oct 244 
London Gazette. —-Tutavay, Oct. 18, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep in CHANOERY. 

A Garr & Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 1, to send their names 

\ and addresses, and the iculars of their debts or claims, to Alfred John Shillingford, 
30, Woodbridge st, Clerkenwell. Godfrey & Webb, solors for liquidator 

Baru Exzorrico Manuracturtne Co, Liwrren—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 
80, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims; to 
Augustus C Comley, Albion chmbrs, Bristol 

Jovan Coutisry Co, Laurep—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 25, to send their 
names and addresses, gad eo pectinsions of their debts or claims, to Andrew William 

id. Smith & Sons, Sheffield, solors for liquidator 
i Sept 27, directed to be 
. 28, Milner & Bickford, Moorgate st, solors for petner. Notice 
Gorepeating must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in 





» 26, Geo: 
Kyicuts & Tainot, Luurgp—Petn for winding up, 
at Greenwich Oct 


Puttuirs’s, Limtrep—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 29, to send their names and 
, the particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas Edward Goodyear, 99, 

Cheapside. Phelps & Co, Aldermanbury, solors for liquidator 4 

Swansea VaLLey ANTHRACITE CoLiizRies Co, Limrrep —Petn for winding up, presented 
Aug 31, directed to be heard at the Town Hall (Crown ct), Swansea, Oct 26, at 12. 
Smith & Co, John st, Bedford row, for Morgan & Co, P solors for 

— of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the 

of Oct 25 

Tuomas Marcon & Co, Lumrep—Creditors are a on or before Nov 30, to send their 
names and addresses, and the i of their debts or claims, to Thomas Eyton, 
County chmbrs, Newcastle w e. Swinburne, Gateshead, solor for liquidator 

Traction DeveLopment Co, Limtrep (1x Liquipatios)—Creditors are — 2 or 
before Noy 19, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of or 
—— to A P Ibbott, 9, Throgmorton av. Travers-Smith & Co, Throgmorton av, 
solors 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota or RegistRars tN ATTENDANCE ON 
Emercency <Aprsat Court Mr. Justice 
TA. No. 2. KEKEWICH. 
.24 Mr. Chureh Mr. R. Leach Mr. Beal * < 
25 Carrington Theed 
Beal W. Leach 
Theed 
W. Leach 


Mr. Justice 


Date. FaRweE Lu. 


Monday, Oct. .......... 


Carrington 
Beal. 


Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Swinren Eapy. Waraineton. 


Mr. Pemberton Mr. Greswell Mr. i nm 
Jackson Church = 
Pemberton Greswell Godfrey 
Jackson Church R. Leach 


Pemberton Greswell Jackson 
Jackson Church Pemberton 


Buck.ey. 


Monday, Oct. .. ........- 
SS eae 
Wednesday ..... .........26 
Thursda 


Circuits of the Judges. 


The following judges will remain in town: The Lorp Cuter Justice or 
Enoianp, Lawrance, J., Kennepy, J., Ripzey, J., Jecr, J., Lawrence, 
J., during the whole of the Circuits; the other judges till their respective 
commission days. 


CHESTER. 
soctoreevececes 


N. axp 8 
WaLEs AND 
Bray, J. 








NortTuers 
| Phillimore, J. 
Walton, J 
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HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Micnaretmas Srrrrcs, 1904. 

Notices Revatrxc to rue Cuaancery Cavse List. 


Motions, Petitions, and Short Causes will be taken on the days stated in 
the Michaelmas Sittings Paper. 

Mr. Justice Kexewicu will take his business as 
Michaelmas Sittings Paper. 

Mr. Justice Farwrett.—Except when other business is advertised in the 
Daily Cause List, Mr. Justice Farwell will take actions with witnesses 
daily throughout the sittings. 

Mr. Justice Bucxtey.—Except when other business is advertised in the 
Daily!Cause List, Mr. Justice Buckley will take actions and witnesses daily 
throughout the sittings. 

Mr. Justice Jorcr.—Except when other business is announced in the 
Daily Cause List, Mr. Justice Joyce will take actions with witnesses daily 
throughout the Sittings. 

Mr. Justice Swivren Eapy, will take his business as announced in the 
Michaelmas Sittings Paper. 

Liverpool and Manchester Business.—Mr. Justice Swinfen Eady will 
take Liverpool and Manchester Business as follows: Summonses in 
Chambers, Motions, Short Causes, Petitions, and Adjourned Summonses 
on every other Saturday, commencing with Saturday, 29th October. 

Mr. Justice Warrtveton will take his business as announced in the 
Michaelmas Sittings Paper. 

Summonses before the Judge in Chambers.— Justices Kexkewicn, 
Swivren Eapy, and Warnineron will sit in court the whole day on every 
Monday during the sittings to hear chamber summonses. 

Summonses Adjourned into Court will be taken as follows: Mr. Justice 
Kexewicu as stated in the Daily Cause List; Mr. Justice Swrnren Eapy, 
with Non-Witness Actions; Mr. Justice WarrrincTon, with Non-Witness 
Actions. 

Sreciat Notice wits Rerexence to THE Cuancery Witness Lasts. 

During the Michaelmas Sittings the judges will sit for the disposal of 
Witness Actions as follows: 

Mr. Justice Kexewrcn will take his retained Witness Actions on days to 
be announced in the Daily Cause List. 

Mr. Justice Farwett will take Witness Actions as announced above. 

Mr. Justice Buckiey will take Witness Actions as announced above. 

Mr. Justice Joyce will take Witness Actions as announced above. 

Mr. Justice Swrvrey Eapy will take his two retained Witness Actions 
on days to be announced in the Daily Cause List. 

Mr. Justice Warxryeton will take his retained Witness Action on 
a day to be announced in the Daily Cause List. 


Chancery Causes for Trial or Hearing. 
(Set down to October 15th, 1904. 
Before Mr. Justice Kexewicn. In re Metcalf Metealf v Cockcroft 


Retained by Order. adjd sumns 
Causes for Trial ‘with Witnesser’. In re Newland Bush v Summers 


adjd s umns 
The Mayor &c, of West Bromwich id 


I ° : ' 
a ama aaag Farm Colliery Co act seu te 
(Nov 1) : ; 


‘ , In re Zuccani Allen v Zuccani 
Currie v Cave actandmfj pt hd 5 adjd sumns (to come on with 
Gardner v Spain act fur con) 
In re Thompson, dec Cheque 
Bank v Thompson adjd sumns 
In re C Bright & Co Inre Bright’s 
Trustees adjd sumns 

In re Kilbourn Palmer v Kilbourn 
adjd sumns 

In re Tkurnall Thurnall v Tatham 
adjd sumns 

In re Day Mason v Day adjd 
sumns 

In re Blisset Batchelor v Williams | 
adjd sumns 

In re Cousins, dec Davey v Cros- 
land adjd sumns 

In re Cooper Furness v Goodwin 
adjd sumns 

In re Irwin’s Trust In re Blake’s 
Trust In re Kin’s Trust Blake 
v Keele adjd sumns 

In re Thornton Simmonds v Crane 
adjd sumns 

In re Crawford’s Settlement Cooke 
vGibson adjd sumns 

In re Jollife, dec Birkbeck v 
North adjd sumns 

Ainsworth v Wilding adjd sumns 

In re Burdett,dec Cox v Burdett 
adjd sumns 

In re Lee’s Trusts France v Scaife 
adjd sumns 

In re Steggall, dec Steggall v 
Steggall adjd sumns ans 

Andrade 


announced in the 


Morgan v 


Adjourned Summonses. 

In re Earl de la Warr'’s Settled 
Estates and The Setiled Land Act 
adjd sumns pt hd 

Hewitt v Allichins adjd sumns 
from the Land Registry 

Husbands v Hodson adjd sumns 
(s 0) 

Smith v The Real Estates Corpn 
adjdsumns (so 

In re Andrew Yule Yule vy Yule 
adjd sumns (s 0) 

In re Bailey, dec 
adjd sumns: (s o 

In re Broomhead Broomhead v 
Allen adjd sumns 

In re Blyth’s Mortgage 
Payne adjd sumns 

In re Davies,dec Valpy v Snowden 

jd sumns 


jd 
In re Thompson, dec Langham v 


Thompson adjd sumns 
In re Dicks, 


Hardy v 


v Thomas adjd sumn: 
In re Pidcock Penny v Pidcock 
adjd sumns 
In re J H Bennoldson, a Solr adjd | : 
sumns + Davis adjd sumns 





Lawrence v Salaman adjd sumns 

In re Prior, dec Davies v Faint 
adjd sumns 

In re Hall, dec Wylde v Cargill 
adjd sumns 

In re Jones, dec Osborne v Slade 
adjd sumns 

In re Pick Pickv Burton adjd 


sumns 

In re Chaplin Pick v Chaplin adjd 
sumns 

In re Bland’s Settlement Bland v 
Perkins adjd sumns 

In re Thomas, dec’ Bolitho, Foster, 
Coode, Grylls & Co v Phillips 
adjd sumns 

In re Braithwaite’s Settlement 
Godwin v Honeywill adjd sumns 

In re Tarrant Valley Light Ry and 
Ry Co’s Act, 1867 adjd sumns 

Chang Yen Mao v Moreing adjd 
sumns 

In re Greaves, dec 
Greaves adjd sumns 


Greaves v 


Motion ordered to go into Non- 
Witness List. 

In the Matter of the Application of 
a Trade-Mark, No 261,986, of 
John Allman and In re the Patent 
Designs and Trade-Marks Acts, 
1883 to 1892 


Further Considerations. 

In re Fletcher Fletcher v Marsh 
fur con 

In re Zuccani Allen v Zuccani 
fur con and five adjd summonses 

In re Watson, dec Colvin v Skewes- 
Cox fur con 

Wright v Wright fur con Same 
v Baines fur con Same v 
Wright fur con 


Before Mr. Justice Farwe tu. 
Retained by Order. 
Adjourned Summons. 

In re Paget’s Trust Wills v Paget 

two adj sumus 


Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 

Hills v Walker & Sons act (stayed 
until 14 days after return of 
Commission, by order of Master, 
dated Aug 10, 1903) 

Codd v Delap act (so until return 
of Commission) 

Tooth v St Aubyn’s Mansions (Hove) 
ld act and m fj (s o till record 
amended) 

Duchess of Marlborough v Thorn- 
waite act (not before Nov 21) 

In re Stucley Stucley v Kekewich 


act 

Cable v Cable act 

The New Indestructible Accondion 
Pleating Cov Cohen act 

In re The istered Trade-Mark, 
No 257,125, of the Indestruct- 
ible Accordion Pleating Co and 
the Patent Designs and Trade- 
Marks Act motn to rectify register 
(to come on with the above act) 

Peach v Greaves act 

Baxters v Marsden act 

Attorney-General and ors v The 
Metropolitan Electric Co act 

In re David Irish Watts v Bedford 
act 

Law v Law act 

Radford v Bromley act 

Sullings v Abraham act 

Hollands v Minter act 

Bell v Bell act 

— v O'Byrne and Feldman 





Shippard v Shippard act 

Clare v Hankins act 

In re Application of Carl Holmstrom 
and In re the Patent Designs anq 
Trade Mark Acts, 1883 to 1888 

Jacob v Barnett act 

In re Lewis, dec Rowe v Jenkin 


act 
Baldock v Franklin act — 
Kinsley v The ‘‘'T.T.’’ Syndicat 


act 

Acock v Whitfield act 

Whitfield v Acock act 

Harris v Ward act and counter. 
claim 

The Wood Syndicate v Clark 
Kennedy act 

Stoakes v Jones act 

In re Murgatroyd Greenwood y 
Murgatroyd adjd sums (ordered 
to go into witness list) 

Johnstone v Johnstone act 

Eason v The Syndicate of Electrical 
Engineers act 

In re Smiths, dec Mumford v Leg 
act 

Buller v Waring & Gillow act 

The First National Bank of Chicago 
v The Orinoco Shipping, &c, G 
act 

Attorney - General v Pontypridd 
Urban District Council act 

In re Mawson, dec Hatton Ellisy 
Mawson adjd sumns | (ordered 
to into witness list) 

In re Townsend, dec Townsend ¥ 
Johnson adjd sumns ordered to 
to go into Witness List 

Welsh v Crowther act 

Welsh v Harrison act 

In re C E A Moore, a Solr adjd 
sumns ordered to go into Wit- 
ness List 

In re G Coote Coote vy Humphreys 
act 

Tanner v Mann act (stayed until 
after filing further affidavit) 

Whitnann v The Slaithwaite 
Spinning Cold _ act 

In re Higham Higham v Higham 

t 


ac 

Morris v The Hentschel Colourtype 
Co ld motn ordered to go into 
Witness List 

Anderson v Holcombe act Same 
v Ballad K B act 

Theatres ld. v Stevens act 

Attorney-General v London & South 
Western Ry. act 

Oxley v Brown act 

Simpkins v Wallace act 

Smith v Holland act 

Law v Killeen act 

Mappin & Webb ld v Mappin Bros 


act 

In re P K Chesney Chesney ¥ 
Chesney act and m fj 

Franklin v Button act 

Hawes v Howarth act 

In re Letters Patent, No 25,325 of 
1896, Ernest M Bowden and In 
re the Patent Designs and 
Marks Acts, 1883 to 1888 petn 

Kennerley v Fortescue act and 
counter-claim 

Neobard v Camp act 

Molyneux v Sibbring act 

Graff v Mortons act 

Morphew v Marshall act 

Reeve & Cov Isle of Thanet Gas 
Light & Coke Co act 

Carlens v Whitehouse act 

Thornton v Livingstone act 

Colyer v Bramley act 

London Mercantile Association ¥ 
Hughes act 

The Stirling Co v Stirling Boiler 
Cold act 

Hinchcliffe v Woodruff act 

Gilson & Dixon vy The Mayor of 
Barnsley act 

Cliff v The Mutual Reserve Life 
Insurance Co act 





Holmstron 
Designs anj 
3 to 1888 


Vv Jenkins 


’ Syndicate 


d counter. 

Vv Clark 
senwood y 
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Electrical 
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Wallace’s Trustees v James 
ie 

Lo v amways ac 

Round v_ Stansfeld oat and 
counterclaim 

Williams v The Mutual Reserve 
Life Insurance Co act 

Campbell v Barrow act and 
counterclaim 

Roberts v Evans Jackson 


Before Mr. Justice Buck ey. 
Retained by Order. 
Adjurned Summonses. 

In re Smith, dec Gibson v Priest- 

ley pthd 
In re_ Fitzgerald’s Settlement 
Fitzgerald v de Lacy (to be heard 
in camera) Nov 5 
Petition. 
Perks v Gillott 


Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 

Foster v Waring motn and act 
(to be mentioned on Oct 25) 

Scott Jervis v Farlow and anr 
Johnson v Jervis Two actions 
consolidated (by order) 

In the Matter of Patent, No 1,110 
of 1890, of C A Hitchcock and In 
the Matter of The Patents, 
Designs, and Trade Marks Acts, 
1883 to 1888 petn (set down by 
order)—s o until after appl heard 

Cross v The Mutual Reserve Life 
Insce Co action 

The Western Suburban, &c, Build- 
ing Soc v Jordan act 

Stubbs v Dickinson act 

The Trustees of the Property of 
W S Hancock (a bankrupt) v 
Arnold act 

The British Incorporators ld v 
C J Johnson & Cold & ors act 
(s o for further notice) 

Ripolin v Fulmens act 

The New Inverted Incandescent 
Gas Lamp Co ld v The Fyld 
Incandescent Co act 

Ferris v The Mayor, Aldermen and 
Burgesses of the Borough of 
Bromley, Kent act 

InreCharles Pawley, dec Devereux 
v Pawley and ors act 

Gammons v The Singer Manufactur- 
ing Co act 

In re Letters Patent, No. 15,016 of 
1901, granted to Augustus David 
Klaber and In the Matter, &c, of 
- Patents Act petn as witness 
ac 

Same, No 21,741 of 1901 

Le Boulangor and ors v The 
Petrolite and other Patent Fuel 
Co ld (in liquidation) act 

Murch v Kedgley act 

de Hoog v The Royal British Bank 
Id and anr act 

Lovering v Wyvill act 

In re Joseph Richmond & Co 1d 
aan & Co ld v Wrightson 


ac 

Palmer vy Coddington act 

Focsaneanu v Pierano act 

a eee v Freeman & Hanson 
ac 

Hall vy Lewis act 

Campbell v Payne act 

In re D Hughes, dec Hughes v 
Jones act against Deft Williams 
& m f j against Jones 

— & Appleton v Harrington 


mg and ors v Budden and ors 


ac 

Franks and ors v Knabben act 

British Automatic Aerators ld v 
Diamond Soda Water Machine 
Cold act 

The Bexhill Publishing and Print- 
ing Cold and anr v Watkins act 

In re DJ Cundell dec Cundell v 
Hewer act 





Railton v Railton act Railton v 
Railton and by counterclaim 

Garioch v Hamilton and ors act 

In re Gardner’s Settlement Gard- 
ner and anr v Duncombe and ors 


act 

The Trustee of the Property of S. 
L Chadwick (a bankrupt) v The 
Manchester and Liverpool District 
Banking Co act 

Kelley v Foulkes act 

Ord & Maddison 1d and anr v Dar- 
lington Corpn act 

Coates v Howard act & m f j 
against deft Cork Co ld 

Carl Dollman v Dott and anr issue 
for trial 

Edme ld v The Patent Bread Pro- 
cess Cold act 

The Stirling Boiler Co ld v The 
Stirling Co act . 

Siemers v Lloyd, Lowe ld and ors 


act 

Hannah Williams v Herbert George 
Hunt act 

Davis v Pegram act 

Wilson v Smith & Rawle act 

Earl of Harrington v The Corpn of 
Derby act 

Townshend v Nicholls act 

Lodge & Harper ld v Lodge, Harper 
& Reeves act 

Cook v Davis act 

In re Tomson, dec Tomson v 
Tomson, and Property and Es- 
tates Cold v Tomson act 

The Abundancia Mining and Milling 
Cold and anr v Furman act and 
counterclaim 

Fletcher and anr v Walkers and ors 


act 

Durbidge v Glazer act 

The British United Shoe Machinery 
Co ld v William Thompson act 

Bott v Wadham and ors act 

Burnett’s Trustee in Bankruptcy v 
Horner act 

Kennedy v The London, Gloucester- 
shire, and North Hants Diary Co 
ld act (without pleadings, by 


Lusignan (married 

woman) v Richard Mathias act 

England v Chaddock act 

Liley v W H Archer & Son act 
(without pleadings) 

Pibrow v Roberts act 

Turner v Holt act 

The Palace Co (Newcastle) ld v 
Preston act 

Layton v Pick act 

The New Globe Cement, Chalk, 
and Whiting Co ld v J C Gostling 


act 

Mortis v Christmas act 

Nash and anr v Dowager Duchess of 
Newcastle and ors act 

Julie Dutrey (spinster) v The Assets 
Realization Cold act 

Hawes v Balding act 

Haskell Ball Co v Hutchinson and 
anr act 

Harris v Martin act 


Before Mr Justice Joyce. 
Retained by Order. 
, mag =p gy _ 
nre Egg, dec v Egg adj 
sumus (with witnesses) 
In re Tayleur’s Settlement Gyll v 
Lightfoot adjd sums 
In re Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900, 
and In re The Merchants’ Legal 
Aid Soc motn (with witnesses) 
In re Concannon, dec Lyons v 
Concannon adjd sumns 


Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 

Porter v Gibbons act 

In re Lickorish, dec Barter v Hill 
act 

Winby v Oyens act (s o Hilary 
1903) y' ( ’ 





Collyer v Hollingsworth act 

J mee Dixon Crucible Co v E 
Cooper & Co act 

Chang Yen-Mao v Moreing act 

Waite v The Midland Rly Co act 
and counterclaim 

Moffats ld vJ & W BSmith act 

Electric Tramway Construction Co 
v Paine act 

Sunbeam Bleach Co v Clarke act 
and counterclaim 

Taylor v Jackson actand counter- 


claim 
Moncrieff, Spindle, & Co v Moncrieff 
act 


Heine, Solly, & Cov Spong act 

Jeyes v Pearson’s Antiseptic Co 
act 

Andrews v Rickard act 

Stewart v Stewart act 

Cowan v Macleay act 

Martyn vSame act 

Pearsoniv Same act 

Whitworth and Wife v Same act 

InmanvSame act 

Townend v Same act 

Williamson v Same act 

Le Fanu v Same act 

Smith v Same act 

Rawlinson v Same act 

Gillespie v {Calthrop 
pleadings 

Goward v Macleay act 

Mumford v Same _ act 

Bond v Same_ aact 

Anderson v Same act 

Morris v Same act 

Vardy v Same act 

Barr v Same act 

Dyer vSame act 

Charlwood v Same act 

Bullock v Same _ act 

Abbott v Hanson act 

Ward v Wilder act 

Richards v Bourne act 

Walker v Okonite act 

Coxeter v Armstrong act 

Payne v Bloomfield act and 
counterclaim 

Stewart v Wagner, Taylor, and 
anr act 

Norris v Watson act 

Woodhead v Moseley act and 
counterclaim 

In re Snowdon, dec Russell v 
Snowdon act 

Leeds Forge Co v Jepson act 

Vinnicombe v Dax act and 
counterclaim 

Raabe v Linolow Yarn Co act and 
counterclaim 

Berwick & Co v Price act 

Mount Rea Gold Mining Co v Isaacs 
act (s o until security given) 

Smith v Nelson act 

Lipman v Weinbaum act 

The Farmers’ Co-operative Co v 
Brinkworth act 

Grimshaw v Hill act 

Miers v Price act 

Assershon v Weinberg act 

Seddon v North Eastern Salt Co 


act without 


act 
’ Dickinson v Woodhouse act 


Barlow v Barlow act 

Harvey v Windsor UDC act 

The Nat Phonograph Co and anr v 
Whitlock act 

Barnes v Wilson act 

Nash v Calthorpe act 

Seal v Armitage act 

Troughton v Sykes’ Interlocking 
Signal Co act 

Lipschitz v Moseley act 

Miller v Beck act 

Cooper v Molem & Co act 

Ross v Inskip act 

Brazier v Harris act 

In re Schofield, dec Schofield v 
Schofield act 

Brit Accumulator Co v Kramer 
act and counterclaim 

Aktieselskabet Titan v Lester act 









































a 
Heath v Deane act and counter- 


claim 

Gandy Belt Manufacturing Oo v 
Lycetts ‘“‘ Rawhide” Patent Belt 
Co 


act 

S F Goss ld v Papier Powdré ld 
act and counterclaim 

In re Downs, Gillett v Barker act 

Bray v Howlett act 

Attorney-General v Staffordshire 
County Council act 

MO LId v Lipschitz act 

Capua v Britton act 

Fleming v National Telephone Co 
act 

Merino v Mutual Reserve Life 
Insurance Co act 

London Aluminium Cold v Evans 
and ors act 

Heatly v Robinson act 

Carlaw v J R Williams Co ld act 

In re Moulton, dec, Grahame v 
Moulton act 


Before Mr. Justice Swrvren Eapy 
Retained by Order. 
Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 
In re Harris Harris v Harris act 
and counterclaim 
Jones v Welshpool Corpn act 


Causes for Trial (without Witnesses) 
and Adjourned Summonses. — 

In re E D Cropper’s Estate Phillips 
v Hughes adjd sumns (to come 
on with fur con) 

In re Garner,dec Garner v Garner 
adjd sumns (s 0) 

In re Battine’s Settlement Clayton 
vStubbs adjd sumns 

In re Bailey and The Trustee Act, 
1893 (s o liberty to amend) 

In re Green, dec Green v Green 
adjd sumns 

Inre Same Same v Same adjd 


sumns 

In re Gori Mackinnon v Rawlir- 
son adjd sumns 

In re Richard Morris’ Estate Heard 
vSeymour adjd sumns 

In re Wood, dec Wood v White- 
heard adjd sumns 

In re Shapter, dec Qsborne v 
Shapter adjd sumns 

In re Towne & Chandler's Contract 


. 


) 
In re Waycott, dec Tutt v Hall 
adjd sumns 
In re Fisher, dec and the Trustees 
Act adjd sumns 
In re Baumann’s Estate Baumann 


Mathews v Wilmer point of law 

Inre Hussey, dec Hussey v Cousins 
adjd sumns 

In re Adams’ Estate Drew v Adams 
adjd sumns 

In re Brayford, dec Brayford v 
Baldwin adjd 

Coupe v Hancock adjd sumns 

In_re_ Bullock’s Settled Estates 
sumns 

In re Davis Northbourne v Trower 
adjd sumns 

In re Cayley Audrey v Cayley 


adjd sumns 
In re Raistrick, dec Raistrick v 
Raistrick id sumns 





806 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 








Oct. 22, 1904. 





(petn of Crofts & Co—s o from 
Aug 9, pending app) 

Isaac Frost & Sons ld (petn of 
Henry Jacob & Co—s o from Aug 
9 to Oct 25) 

Joint Stock Trust and Finance 
Corpn ld (petn of T Dott—s o 
from Oct 12 to Oct 25) 

Elmore Trust ld (petn of AJ Rey- 
nolds) 

Petroleum Oil Trust ld (petn of 
C L A Skinner and ors) 

Egyptian Sudan Minerals 1d (petn 
of C A Parker) 

T T Syndicate ld (pein of W 
Guppey & Son) 

Fraser South Extended Gold Mining 
Co ld (petn of Great de Kaap 
(Moodies) Gold Field 1d and anr) 

A Boguslavsky & Co ld (petn of 
Robert Legg 1d & ors) 

Morgan, Marshall & Co 1d (petn of 
W Johnson) 

Barbour’s Preparations ld (petn of 

In re Snell, dec Snell and ors v A Platt) 

Snell and ors adjd sumns D B Syndicate 1d (petn of Spyer & 

In re Alfred Manser, dec and In re Sons) 

Henry Mauser, dec Attorney- | Constantinople Engineering and 
Gen v Lucas andors adjdsumns Shipbuilding Co ld (petn of 

Spearing v Babcock & Wilcox ld Talbot Steamship Co ld and ors) 
and ors adjd sumns Motor Manufacturing Co ld (petn 

In re Samuel Arthur Miles, dec of H Seddon) 

Law v Miles adjd sumns Same (petn of George Iden) 

In re Brooks’ Estate Brooks v| Watkin Bros ld (petn of Interna- 
Munro adjd sumns tional Bank of London 1d) 

In re Bennett’s Estate Hotels Acquisition Syndicate ld 
Barnard adjd sumns (petn of H J Page) 

Worley v Harris adjd sumns Hannans Associated Mines 1d (ptn 

In re C AMarshall,dec Marshall of RT Smith) 

v Mountain Selbach ld (ptn of Cordingley & Co) 

In re CA Marshall, dec Mourtain _ British and [rish Cattle Corporation 
v Marshall adjd sumns ld (ptn of F H Brooke) 

In re GC Ellis, dec Ellis v Miles! Rational House Purchase Co ld 
adjd sumns and for cross exmn (ptn of Great Northern Syndicate 

Same vSame adjd sumns to vary 1d) 
certificate 


In re Cropper, dee Phillip v Hughes 
fur con and adjd sumns 

Grice v Petley fur con 

Watts v George fur con 





Before Mr. Justice WARRINGTON. 
Retained by Order. 
Cause for Trial (with Witnesses). 
Thomas v Sir W G Armstrong, 
Whitworth & Cold act 


Further Considerations. | 
In re Hickson, dec Hickson v 
Peake fur con 
In re K Ashburner, dec Wriford 
v Crosse and ors 2nd fur con 
In re Stillwell’s Trust Franey and 
anr v Hough fur con 


Causes for Trial Without Witnesses 
and Adjourned Summonses. 
In re Westgate on Sea Hotels Co 
Id Ingram v The Company mota | 
for judgt 


Bennett v 


Martin Pneumatic Tyre Cold (ptm 





In re Ellis, dec Ellisv Miles adjd of Car Jllustrated 1d) 
sumns on fur con 
In re Warmington, dec Hobsonv, Petition (to sanction Scheme of 


Arrangement) under Joint Stock 
Companies Arrangement Act, , 
1870 
Ferranti 1d (ptn of company and | 
liquidator—s o from Oct 12 to} 
Oct 25) 


Warmington adjd sumns 

In re Lady C A Payne, dec In 
re Lady C A Payne’s Settlement 
Payne v Bradley Dyne adjd 


sumns 
In re Horne, dec Wilson v Cox 
Sinclair adjd sumns 


| 

In re J C Simpson, dec Cook Motions. | 
and anr v Simpson and ors adjd Urmston Grange Steamship Co 1d | 
sumns to vary order, dated Aug 2, 1904) | 
In re Law Liversidge, dec Liver- Watchmakers’ Alliance and Frnest 
sidge v Whittingdale adjd Goode’s Stores ld (for declaration | 
sulmns as to account) | 
In re Jones Jones v Jones adjd 
sumns Court Summonses. | 
In the Matter of Arbitration Electric Tramways Construction and | 


Maintenance Co 1d (to stay | 
proceedings—s o from July 12 to 
Nov 1) 

Same (to expunge paragraphs from 
affidavit—(s o from July 12 
Nov 1 | 


Millars’ Karri and Jarrah Co(1902 
Id and The Jarrah Timber and 
Wood Paving Corpn ld and 
Arbitration Act, 1899 special 
Case 


Companies (‘Winding-up). 
Petitions. 
Ferranti ld (petn of Estler Bros— 
s o from Aug 2 to Oct 25) 
Electric Tramways Construction 
and Maintenance Co Id (petn of 


‘as to payment of late liquidator’s 
costs—s 0 from Aug 9, to come on 
with other summonses) 
Watchmakers’ Alliance and Ernest 
Goode’s Stores ld (on claim ot 


AJ Paine—s o from July 12 to Oldfield) 
Nov 1) J Bakewell & Cold (for removal of 
Farncombe Paper Co ld (petn of liquidator) 


John Waddell & Sons—so from Abyssinian Exploration (Parent) Co 
Aug 9 to Oct 25) Id (on claims of Zappert & 
New Zealand Cold Storage Co ld Cairns) 


High Court of Justice.—Kiny’s Bench Division. 
Masrexs mx Cuamerus von Micnagimas Sirrincs, 1904. 
A to F.—Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fridays, Master Lord Dunboyne ; 
Tuesdays, Thursdays, and Saturdays, Master Day. 
G to N.—Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fridays, Master Chitty ; Tuesdays, 


Thursdays, and Saturdays, Master Macdonell. 
O to Z.—Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fridays, Master Archibald ; Tues- 


| Genin Rupoites Srzemunp, Connaught sq, Hyde Park Nov 15 





days, Thursdays, and Saturdays, Master Wilberforce. 


Practice Master. 


A master will sit daily in his own room in accordance with the following 
rota to dispose of all Questions of Practice, Ex parte Applications ang 
General Business. 

Monday, Master Wilberforce. 

Tuesday, Master Lord Dunboyne. 

Wednesday, Master Macdonell. 

Thursday, Master Chitty 

Friday, Master Day. 

Saturday, Master Archibald. 








Death. 


Mackenzit.—On the 9th of October, at Broadviews, Sandhurst-road, Tunbridge, Emma, 
the beloved wife of Duncan Mackenzie, Solicitor, formerly of the Law Department Wer 
Office; aged 56 years. 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Tuzspay, Oct, 18. 


Joes. ArTHuUR JOHN, Hastings, Licensed Victualler Nov 30 Tunqueray Gordon & Coy 
Jones, Buckley, J Joseph, Fenchurch st 





Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Oct, 14. 
ALEXANDER, WILLIAM Freperick, RN, Torquay Nov 30 Barry & Harris, Bristol 
Buraess, James, Fulshaw, Wilmslow, Chester, Yeoman Oct 293 Lord, Manchester 
Burnuam, Mania, Harrogate Novi1l Parkinson, Blackpool 
Cartes, Seem Aupgey GrEeEznwoop, Frizinghall, Bradford Dec 1 Jubb & Oo, 


CoomBER, =. Greenwich Dec10 Spencer & Arnold, Greenwich 

Corz.anp, Tuomas Witx1am, Chancery In, Solicitor Nov 1 Goodacre & Co, Windsor 
Corcuett, AgTHus, Bournemouth Nov14 Dodworth, Sheffield 

Cramproy, Joun Tuomas, Leeds, Temperance Hotel Proprietor Dec1 Jones & Co, Leeds 
Cutsuaw, Josern, Towneley Park, Cliviger, Lancs Nov 13 Marriott, Burnley 

De Ewer, Rev Epwarp, Coggleshall, Essex Novi5 Potter & Co, King st, Cheapside 
Dvuxe, Atrrep, Birmingham, Artist Nov14 Bolton & Davidson, Bristol 

Duss, Saran Any, Silverdale, Lancs Nov10 Maxted & Co, Lancaster 

Durrant, ANDREW, Chelmsford Nov30 Duffield & Son, Chelmsford 

Gates, Many, Aston Abbotts, Bucks Nov 30 Pettit & Co, Leighton Buzzard 

Gesxt, Taomas Hemsprow, Aller, Somerset, Yeoman Oct 27 Louch & Co, Langport, 


Somerset 
Hughes, 


Edgware :d : 
Guttiver, Hven, Lyndhurst Dec1 Fooks & Co, Carey st. Lincoln’s inn 
Hampson, Ricnarp, Horwich, nr Bolton Nov 23 Wood, Horwich, nr Bolton 
Harruey, Lucy Carnegiye, Cranley gdns, South Kensington Nov1 Hunter & Haynes, 
New sq, Lincoln’s inn } 
Hozss, Wiii1am, Gorse Hill, Swindon, Builder Nov 14 Townsend & Co, Swindon 


Invert, Constantia, Ramsgate Nov30 Bryson & Wells, Lawrence In, Cheapside 

Mc Dosatp, Gezorce Epwagp, Farnham, Merchant Dec3 Potter & Crundwell, Farnham 
McIwrosu, Evizasetu, Liverpool Nov 28 O’Hare, Liverpool 

Maury, Jouys, West Bromwich Noy5 J & L Clark, West Bromwich 

Massoy, Haynau Exiza, Cornigliano Ligure, Italy Nov14 Bruce & Co, Church ct, Old 


Jewry 
Moorsovuse, Witttam, Clapton, Builder Decl Stones & Co, Finsbury circus 


Pace, Mary Axx, Bevois Town, Southampton Nov 25 Paris & Co, Southampton 
Parker, Cuantes Wii11a4m, Merton, Surrey, Cashier Nov 11 Jobson, Lincoln inn fields 
Pearson, Matitpa Jang, Southend on Sea Nov 23 Slark & Co, Southampton st, Strand 
Ports, Evwiy, Ladymoor, Sedgley, Publican Novi J & L Clark, West Bromwich 
Pvevis, Jonn Cuitp, Hanover sq, Vice-Admiral Nov 30 Caprons & Co, Savile pl 


Conduit st 
Rarrerty, Tuomas, Liverpool, Fruit Merchant Nov 25 Style & Co, Liverpcol 


Urmston Grange Steamship Co ld | Kawys, Roser, Longsight, Manchester Nov1 Rogers, Manchester 


Roz, Nessy Jase, Stanstead rd, Forest hill Nov 11 Steavenson & Cauldwell, Feo 


church st 

Row es, Frascis Lawrence, Thornton Heath, Chartered Accountant Noy 12 Martin & 
Co, King st, Guilshall 

Suanx, Witt1am, Wolviston, Durham, Farmer Nov 23 Watson & Co, Stockton on Tee 


Saeagine, Wii11AMm, Colton, Norfolk Nov 19 Cozens-Hardy & Jewson, Norwich 

Surrn, Samue., Bedworth Nov10 Dewes & Co, Nuneaton 

Spackman, Buancax Maniz, Bath Novi1é Stone & Co, Bath 

Srankey, Samvet, Choriton on Medlock, Manchester Nov 22 Slater & Co, Manchester 

Sripston, CuAr.ges, Plymouth, Grocer Decl Adams & Croft, Plymouth 

Tavor, Epwarp Jony, Reading, Auctioneer Nov5 Mar(t & Martin, leading 

Taunton, Joun Ricuanp Cromweit, Leckhampton, nr Cheltenham Nov 30 Taunton, 
Birmingham 

ee So Many, Blunsdon Abbey, Wilts Nov 14 Russell & Co, Norfolk #, 

Tuomrsox, Tuomas Pexroxet Eowauv, Charlcombe, nr Bath Nov 25 James & Jame, 


Ely pl, Holborn circus 
Trevinsick, Joun, 8t Agnes, Cornwall Oct 31 Hancock, Truro 


Wane, Annu, Harrogate Decl Kirby & Son, Harrogate 

Warts, Anxe, Leamington Nov12 Wright & Co, Leamington 

Wexp, Euity, Bogaoor Nov 20 Caprons & Co, Savile pl, Conduit st 
Wuerariey, Cuances, Carlton, Notts Novi12 Turner & Co, Nottingham 
Wuuey, Janus, Liverpool Nov18 North & Co, Liverpool 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazetie.—Fripay, Oct. 14, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Avams, Tuomas, Fareham, Hants, Builder 
Pet pve 5 Ord = 12 

Biatix, Joun Gyiay, Kingston upon Hull, Dairyman Kin; 
ston upon Hull Pet Sot 10 Ord Oct’10 = ” 

Booker, Gzorgz Warsop Grirrirns, Sutton Coldfield, 
Warwick, Commission Agent Birmingham Pet Oct 
7 Ord Oct r - 

Bower, Anruur K, Union ct, Metal Merchant High Co 
Pet Aug18 Ord Oct 10° ewe 

Boyo & Hurron, Three Tuns passage. Paternoster sq, 
Warehousemen High Court Pet Aug 24 Ord Oct 10 

Brown, James Linprizip, Littlebampton, Lodging house 
Keeper Brighton Pet Oct11 Ord Octil | 

Brown, JoserH Henry. Gt Grimsby, Cycle Dealer Gt 
Grimsby Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct10 —~ 

Cuapman, Witt1am. Rushden, Northampton, Miller North- 
hampton Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 | 

Caantes, Aveustus Oscar Frank, and FRreperick 
Cuantes, Moseley, Birmingham, Builders Birmingham | 
Pet nagl - Lg ll 

Cuar_ton, Ernest, Colwyn Bay, Denbigh Bango | 
Oct . Ord _ 10 . = 

Davies, Saran JANE, Penmachno, Carnarvon Portmadoc | 
Pet Oct 12 Ord Oct 12 ee 

Exs.t, Frank G, Streatham, Solicitor’'s Clerk Wands- 
worth PetSept14 Ord Oct 11 

Forrest, CHartrs, Small Heath, Birmingham, Butcher 
Birmingham Pet Sept 24 Ord Oct 10 

Fow.r, Frank, Maidstone, Baker Maidstone Pet Oct 11 
Ord Oct 11 

GoatER, Cuartes Henry, Parkstone, Dorset, Architect 
Poole Pet Oct 12 Ord Oct 12 

Harys, Simeon Cuarzes, Bristol, Financier Bristol Pet 
Sept 29 Ord Oct 12 ; 

Hancreaves, Wirit1am Henry, Padiham, Lancs, Painter 
Burnley Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 


Portsmouth 





Heycxe, JUAN Curistrax, Wembury rd, Highgate, Motor 
s 5 ey a ae. as Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 11 
ILL, JOsEPH, jun, Standish, Lancs, Butcher Wi 
- Oct 10, Ord Oct 10 aoiiics 
unTER, Tuomas, Middlesbrough, Yorks, Booksel! 
Hertiddlesbrough | Pet Oct 8 Ord Oct 8 4 
yor, Geonct Howarp, Southport, Stockbroker Man- 
chester Pet Aug 25 Ord Oct 10° ~ 
Iu.trawortn, CHaruzs, Cleckheaton, Yorks, Cabinet Manu- 
‘ ae —, Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 
ACKsON, Tom Jones, Ulverston, Grocer B in Furne 
Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 . “<eibiabamees 
Jans, Freperick Wyatt, Gt Yarmouth, Grocer, Gt Yar- | 
mouth Pet Oct5 Ord Oct 10 








Jgruan, Danrer, Aberaman, Aberdare, Ironmonger Aber- 
, dare Pet Oct12 Ord Oct 12 

Jones, Joun Herpent, Kidderminster, Builder Kidder- 
minster Pet Oct8 Ord Oct 8 

Kerner, James Epwarp, Goole, Insurance Agent King- 
ston upon Hull Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 11 

Lock. Artnuur Epwarp, and Tuomas Ropert Grant, 
om Tailors Birmingham Pet Sept 28 Ord 

ict 10 

Lockey, Mary Exizasetn, Kingston upon Hull Kingston 
upon Hull Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 11 

Mansuatt, J. Shaftesbury av, Solicitor High Court Pet 
Sept 30 Ord Oct .2 : ’ 

Mercer Caarves, jun Atherstone, Warwick, Painter Bir- 
mingham Pet O.t12 Ord Oct 12 

Micue more, Sernert, Totnes, Devon, Land Agent Ply- 
mouth Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 

Prater, Grorar, Horfield, Bristol, Coal Merchant Bristol 
Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 


Petty, Apotpuus Gray, Southwark st, Provision Factor 
High Court PetSept 21 Ord Oct 12 

Perty, Josepu, Canklow, nr Rotherham, Yorks, Miner 
Sheffield Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 11 

Pratt, Hexry, Pembroke rd, Kensington High Court 
Pet Augii Ord Oct 12 


| Pricer, ty Tottenham, Builder Edmonton Pet Sept 29 
ct 10 


Ord 
Rew. Wituram Taomrsoy, Whitley Bay, Northumberland, 
Butcher Newcastle on Tyne Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 11 


Rounp, Wiitram Hesry, Chester le Street, Durham, Boot 


Dealer Durham Pet Octi1 Ord Oct 11 

Samvet, Jou, Llanelly, Carmarthen, Clerk Carmarthen 
Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 11 

Suarre, Gracz Erart, Wrington, Somerset Wells Pet 
Sept 24 Ord Uct 10 


Swirn, Witt1am, Burnley, Grocer Burnley Pet Oct 10 


Ord Oct 10 

Sommerretp. Hueco, Fann st, Publisher High Court Pet 
Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 

Sreppina, Cuarces, Dewsbury Dewsbury Pet Sept 27 
Ord Oct 11 

ETArLer, WiiitaMm, Peterbwough, Dealer in Horses Peter- 
Borough Pet Oct 12 Ord Oct 12 

Taytor, Cuartrs Earyest, Long Eaton, Derby, Lace 
Manufacturer Derby Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 

Tuomas, Davin, Tredegar, Mon, Tailor. Tredegar Pet Sept 
24 Ord Oct 12 

Tuomrsoy, James Hernert, York, Mason York Pet Oct 
ll Ord Oct 11 


Tuvor, WittAm Henry, Middlesbrough, Grocer Middles- . 


brough Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 


Uxprrwoop, Joux, Chesterton, Cambridge, Painter 
Cambridge Pet Oct11 Ord Oct 11 
Usen, Arruur Ricaarp, Penzance, Butcher Truro 


Pet Oct 1i Ord Oct 1 








Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Oct 4: 


Brows, Wituram, South Norwood, Baker Croydon Pet 
Aug3 Ord Sept 27 
Amended notice substituted for that published in 
the London Oct 11: 


Gazette of 

Sauter, Wiuuram, and Jouy Henry Pavipey, Manchester, 

i; ignal Merchants chester Pet Oct 8 Ord 
8 
FIRST MEETINGS. 

Apams, Rosert, a a Dorchester, 1 Dealer 
Oct 25 at 1245 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Endless st, 
Salisbury 


Bower, Artuur K, Union ct, Tin Plate Merchant Oct 25 


atll Bankruy ay, Sow st 

Boyp & Hurroy, ree Ss passage, Paternoster sq, 
} nama Oct 25 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 

rey st 

Brows, James Livprietp, Littlehampton, Lodging hotise 
Keeper Oct 27 at 10.39 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, 
Brighton 

Duwkey, Frepearick Artuvr, Leicester, Pastry Cook Oct 
24at3 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Fow re, Frank, Maidstone, Baker Nov2atll 9, Kings‘, 
Maidstone 

Genpers, Joun Feeperick, Wandsworth, Builder Oct 24 
at1130 24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Hit, Josern, jun, Standish, Lanes, Butcher Oct 27 at 10 
Court house, Crawford st, Wi 

Horesoy, James, jun. and Joan Bricur Faeperick 
Birp, Birkenhead, Builders Oct 24at12 Off Ree, 35, 





Victoria st, Liverpool 
| Inuinecwortn, Caaries, Cleckheaton, Yorks, Cabinet 
Manufacturer Oct 24 at3 Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel st, 
| Bradford 


Keveser, James Epwarp, Goole, Yorks, Insurance Agent 
Oct 22 at 11 Off Rec, Trinity House In, Hull 
! McCaywy, Lawrence, Leap Cross, Hailsham, Tiler Oct 25 
at2 County Court Offices, Seasiderd, Eastbourne 
Met.ows, Ernest, Hucknall Torkard, Notts, Baker Oct 


25at11 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st. Nottingham 
Pircarorp, Ricnarp, 8t omas, Swansea, Licensed 
Victualler Oct 27at12 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra ri, 


Swansea 

Reip, Witt1am Tuourson, Whitley Bay, Nothumberland, 
Butcher Oct 24 at 12 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle 
upon Tyne 

Ryves, Hexry James, Boorley Green, Botley, South- 
ampton, Hire Carter Oct 24 at 3 Off Rec, Midland 
Bank chmbrs, High st, Southampton 

Sopen, Josera Epwarp James, Swansea, Physician Oct2} 
at12 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swans°a 

Srepuens, Ricnarp, High st, Hornsey, Newsagent Oct 24 
at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 











READY 


LEGAL DIARY 
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AND 


COMPLETE LEGAL DIRECTORY 


FOR 
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Recognized everywhere as the 
Rest and Most Comprehensive 


Diary for Solicitors __ 
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Prices; 3s. 6d., 5s., Gs., and 8s, 64., 
according to Diary Space. | 
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LIMITED, 


24 & 25, BIRCHIN LANE, EC, | 
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| yp BteoroLiran WATER BOARD. 
Ae 


APPOINTMENT OF LAW CLERK. 


The Metropolitan Water Board are prepared to receive 
from Admitted Solicitors Applications for the Appointment 
of Law Clerk to attend to legal business of an ordinary 
character. The appointment will be held during the 
pleasure of the Board, and the salary attached thereto will 
be £500 = annum. The person appointed will be requi 
to give his whole time and attention to the service of the 
Board, and must not be directly or indirectly engaged in 
any other occupation whatever. 

Applications, accompanied by copies of not more than 
three recent testimonials, must be made on special forms, to 
be obtained from the Clerk of the Board, at the ¥ 
Offices, Savoy-court, Strand, W.C., and must be delivered 
to him at that address in sealed envelopes, indorsed ‘“ Law 
Clerk,” not later than 10 o’clock a.m. on Monday, the 3ist 
October, 1904. 4 

Personal canvassing is strictly prohibited, and will dis- 
qualify candidates. A.B. PILLING, 

18th October, 1904. Clerk of the Board. 


AW.—Solicitor (25; June, 1904 : admission 

4 pending) Seeks Conveyancing and General Clerk- 
ship; London preferred; served articles with Jarge 
firm in South Wales, and last year with London firm doing 
large business; salary by arrangement ; references.— 
W. G. J., care of “ Solicitors’ Journal”’ Office, 27, Chancery- 





| lane, W.C. 





A PARTMENTS WANTED.—Student Re- 
<1 quires, early in November, Bedroom and Sitting- 
room; Highgate, Bayswater, or Kensington preferred,— 
Address, with terms, Lex, Homeleigh, Newbridge, Mon. 


QOLICITOR 29: admitted 1899) Desires 
\ ) Managing Clerkship; articled, and for three vears 
subsequently meneging clerk, with prominent City firm ; 
at present with lange West End firm ; experienced in Con- 
vey» cing, Chancery, Common Law, and Company work ; 
exellent references; salary moderate.—Box 723, care of 
“ Solicitors’ Journal,” 27, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


Qourcrsons having a Vacancy for an 








Articled Clerk are invited to communicate with Srers, ! 


care of “ Solicitors’ Journal,’’ 27, Chancery-lane, W.C 


(KOnvErAnCINS or General Clerkshi} 
Desired with three years’ Articles and reduced salary ; 
ten years’ Conveyancing experience in London offices 
Public Offices ; Costs and Shorthand.—B., 24, King-street, 
Baker-street, W. 


AW.— GREAT SAVING. — For prompt 





payment 25 per cent. will be taken off the following 
writing c! — a 
s. d. 
Abstracts Copied on «. O 8 per sheet. 
Briefs and Drafts o- .- 2 8 per 20 folios. 
Deeds Round Hand _... .. © 2 per folio. 
Deeds Abstracted ae . 2 O per sheet. 
Full Copies ove oo . 0 2 per folio. 
PAPER.—Foolscap, 14. per sheet; Draft, $d. ditto; 


Parchment, 1s. 6d. to 3s, 6d. per skin. 
KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.c. 


A WELL-KNOWN FIRM of City Solicitors 
ps wish to Recommend their Solicitor-Clerk, who is 
leaving them for reasons which will be fully explained ; he 
was admitted in 1900, is thoroughly experienced in all 
litigious work, and accustomed to advocacy and to take 
charge of important matters; an excellent draftsman, and 
thoroughly to be relied on.—Apply to W. 3., care of Shaw 
& Blake (Limited), 167, Strand, W.C. 


Mj BSSBS. POSTLETHWAITE & CO. have 
i several valuable Mineral Properties end Timber 
Lands for Disposal and Financing; particulars to bond Ade 
inquirers.—14, Thavies-inn, London, E.C. 


peaeeees Traced, Registers and Records 

Searched ; Experienced in American and English 
Cases.—W. J. Gapspen (Clerk to the late C. J. Partington, 
of Gray’s-inn), 42, Bishopsgate-street Within, London, E.C. 


ANTED, Second-hand Copies of Current 

Editions of Stephen's Commen'aries and Gibson's 

Guide to Inte iate Examination. — Apply, H. w. 
Brook, 5, Harrison-road, Halifax. 


ENGINBERING.— Wanted, a Gentleman, 

With £2,000 to £3,000, to iavest in an Electrical and 
General Engineering Business (Limited); if desirous, 
arrangement could be made for taking an active part in 
the busi — Address A., care of Walter Hyde & Son, 























fHXO SOLICITORS.—A Gentleman who has 
several large estates in course of active development, 
and bas also extensive transactions in London, suburban, 


| and country property ot the best class (involving a large 
/ amount of legal work), would like to meet with one or two 
Firms of Solicitors who bave Funds available for Advances, 


-F only, Box 101, care of Willing’s Advertisement 
Ottices, 162, Piccadilly, W. 


e 
| Solicitors, Stockport. 
| DARENTS and GUARDIANS.—A Gentle- 
| man, living in the best part of Ealing, woul be 
| happy to receive a Youth, or Two s, w tive with 
him ; Golf; undeniable references given and required, 
— Z., care of “ Solicitors’ Journal,” 27, Chancery- 
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Tay.orn, Caartes Ervest, Long Eaton, Derby, oo 
Manufacturer 


Oct 22 at 11.45 Flying Horse Hote’ 


Tuomas, Davin, Tredegar, ms Tailor Oct 22 at 12 135, 
High st, Merthyr Tydfi 

TuHomrsox, James eal York, Journeyman Mason 
os Ss at 1 Off Rec, The Red House, Dun 


combe pl, 
( 
Tim»is, Joseru, Liverpool, Timber Merchant Oc‘ 26 at 
2.30 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Tompxiys, Euras, Ashurst, Southampton, 
Oct 24 at 830 Off Ree, Midland Bank chmbrs, High 
Southampton 


Pp 

Toryer, Dayiget Tuomas, Burslem; Staffs, Furniture 
Dealer Oct 25at3 Off Rec, King st, Newcastle under 
Lyme, Staffs 

Wattace, Henry, Euston sq, Euston rd Oct 26 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey ef 

Warp, Grorcr Henry, South Seaforth, Lancs, Steam Tug 
Owner Oct 26 at 12 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Warts, Mary Sopsra Derrett, and Marcaret Mavup 
2 Off Ree, King st, Newraatle under Lyme, Steff 

ec, Ne e er e, Steffs 

Waite, Henry, Hinckley, Leicester, Hatter Oct 24 at 12 
Off Rec, 1, idge st, Leicester 

wuss, Timotuy, Cinderford, Glos, Grocer Oct 22 at 12 

if Rec, Station rd, Gloucester 

Wrae WIM, Wrangie. Lines, Grocer Oct 27 at2 Off 

Rec, 3 and 6, West st, Boston 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Apams, Taomas, Fareham, Hants, Builder Portsmouth 
Pet Oct 12 Ord Oct 12 
Bicux, Jonn Gytsy, Kingston upon Dairyman 


Kingston upon Hull Pet Oct10 Ord Oct. io 

Booker, Grorce Warsop Grirritus, Sutton Coldfield, 
aokaat? , Commission Agent Birmingham Pet Oct 7 

Brown, James Linprietp, Littlehampton, Lodging house 
Keeper Brighton Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 11 

Brown, Josern Henry, Gt oe Cyele Dealer Gt 
Grimsby Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 

eas 7 South Norwood, Baker Croydon Pet 


ug Oct 4 
Cuapman, Witi1am, Rushden, Miller Northampton Pet 
Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 
Cuartron, Ernest, Colwyn Bay, Denbigh Bangor Pet 
Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 
Georcet Arravur, Sutton —., ee, 
x Birmingham Pet Oct4 Ord Oct 
De Senecnat, Fervaxp Ortmans, Birkbeck Bank chmbrs, 
Holborn h Court Pet May 9 Ord Oct 
idstone, Baker Maidstone Pet Oct 11 


Goater, CHartes Henry, peeeeme, Dorset, Architect 
Poole Pet Oct12 Ord Oct 1 

Harcreaves, Wittram Henry, Padiham, Lanes, Painter 

urnley Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 
Hence, Juay Tmumean, Ween rd, Highgate, Motor 
jufacturer High Court Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 11 

Hitt, Joseru, jun, —_— Lance, Butcher Wigan Pet 
Oct 10 Ord Oct 

Hester, Tuomas, Middlesbrough, Bookseller Middles- 
brough Pet Oct8 Ord Oct 8 

I.tixewortn, Cuares, Cleckheaton, Yorks, Cabinet Manu- 
facturer Bradford Pet Oct10 Ord Oct 10 

Jackson, Tom Jonrs, Ulverston,Grocer Barrow in Furness 

Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 

Jeruay, Daxter, Aberaman, Aberdare,Irummonger Abzr- 
dare Pet Oct 12 Ord Oct 12 

Jones, Joun Herseat, Kidderminster, en Builder 
Kidderminster Pet Oct8 Ord Oct 1 

Keveaer, James Epwarp, Goole, Yorks, Insurance Agent 

upon Hull Pet Oct'11 Ord Oct 11 
ie Mary Euizazertn, Kingston upon Hull Kingston 
pon Hull Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 11 


Coxes, 


Fow er, Frank, 
Ord Oct 11 


hens ety Taromas, Wellington, Salop, Bee Madel 
Pet Sept 29 Grd Oct 2 Ba — = 
Mercer, a jun, Atherstone, Ysa Painter 
et Oct 12 Ord Oct 1 
Mic neLmorE, ocmte, Glen Lyn, Totnes, ren Land 
Agent Plymouth Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 1 
Musceave, ALFRED Simgon Josepn "Westbourne, 
pene mn Poole Pet Aug 28 Ord Oct 
eTTy, Joseru, Cank’ nr Rotherham, Tae Miner 
A Sn) Le pepe 
usp, WiLt1amM Henry, Chester le ~ resgeur, Boot 
Dealer Durham Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 
—- >< —_, Lianelly, Clerk Chea Pet Oct 11 
Savter, Wisaen: and Joux Henry Pav ~ a, 
Shipping Merchants Manchester Ord 


Suita, Witwam, Burnley, Grocer Barnley Pet Oct 1 
Ord Oct 10 ‘ " 
—, Hvco, Fann st, Importer High Court Pet 


10 Ord Oct 10 
Srapiee, Witiiam, Peter)-:rou hy + in Horses Peter- 
bo h Pet Oct 12 Ord 
es oe yak, Hexeerr, York, Mason York Pet Oct 


Tuvor, Witiiam Hexry oe pietmwes, Grocer Middles- 
Pet Oct 10 Ord O 
Torxer, Danien Taomas, ll am, Farniture 
Hanley Pet Sept9 Ord Daad. 
Joux, Chesterton, Cambridge, 
Cy lg Lig, T 
N, ARTHUR Ricuarv, Penzance ruro Pet 
Oct Ord Oct 11 


Usprrwoop Painter 


ll 
Warp, Groraz ceaee, Liverpool, Printer Li 
Pet Beye? Ont Gort pool, Printer Liverpool 


et 
Wixktsson, Tox, Victoria st, Contractor High © r 
og _ r igh Court Pet 





Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Soricirors’ JouRNAL with regularity it is 
requested that application be made direct to 


Cabinet Maker 


NOW BEADY. SECOND EDITION. Price 5s. net, 
AN EPITOME OF THE 


PRACTICE of the CHANCERY and 
KING’S BENCH DIVISIONS 


©F THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
By A. H. POCOCK, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 


London: ErrixcHam WILson, 54, Threadneedle-street, E.C. 





REEVES & TURNER, 
LAW BOOKSELLERS AND PUBLISHERS. 


Libraries Valued or Purchased, 


A Large Stock of Second-hand Reports and Text-books 
always on Sale. 





8, Bream’s Buildings, Chancery Lane, E.C., 
FORMERLY OF 100, CHANCERY LANE AND CAREY STREET. 


LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and 
LONDON and COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT 
OFFICE.—No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET 
STREET. 


ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, 

begs to direct the attention of the Legal Profession 

to the advantages of his long experience of upwards of 

fifty years in the s 1 insertion of all pro forma notices, 

&c., and hereby solicits their continued support. —N.B: 

Forms, Gratis, for Statutory Notices to Creditors and Dis- 

solutions of Partnership, wi necessa Declaration, 

Official stamps for advertisements and file of ‘‘ London 
Gazette” kept. By appointment. 


FAALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 
LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 


ParLiaMeNnTARY Bitis, Minutes oF Evipence, Booxs or 
REFERENCE, STATEMENTS OF CLaimM, ANSWERS, &c., &. 


BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, 
NEWSPAPERS, 

And all General and Commercial Work. 
Every description of Printing. 


Printers of THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL 
and WEEKLY REPORTER. 


NORWICH STREET, FETTER LANE, LONDON, E.C. 


GYPTIAN HALL. —eangiand's Home of 
4 Mystery. Established 30 years.—Lessee and Manager, 
Mr. J. N. Maskelyne.—DAILY, at Three and Eight, fhe 
Christmas Programme, brimful of fun, wonder, and novelty, 
including the greatest mystery of modern times, entitled 

“ WEL "M——!!” Invented by Herr Valadon. The 
mechanism devised by Mr. Nevil Maskelyne. 

THE PHILOSOPHER’S STONE.—In consequence of 
the great favour with which the Merry Magical Romance 
has been received it will remain in the programme, 
A — — beautiful series of Animated Photographs. 

.. 38., 2%, and 1s. Children under 12 half-price. 


pane TUSSAUD’S EXHIBITION. 
Baker-street Station. 
Tn connection with Trains and ’Buses from all parts. 
Well Lighted, Well Heated, and Well Ventilated. 
THE RUSSO-JAPANESE WAR. 

Life-like Portrait Models of 

H.1.M. THE cia a RUSSIA, 
THE EMPEROR OF JAPAN, 

ADMIRAL ALEXELEFE, atin ko TOGO, 
GENERAL KUROPATKIN, MARQUIS I 
FIELD-MARSHAL YAMAGATA, &e. 


Admission, 1s, ; Children unde: under 12, 6d. Open 10 till 10. 
MADAME — 8 pest LUA 


METHING 


RexvAt ITA LIAN ‘CIRCUS (late 
nag s), Srtet caene (Tube) Station. 
TWICE DAILY, at 3 and 8. 
Largest Animal Circus extant ; only entertainment of its 
kind in the world. Over 200 Pe srforming Animals, including 
Bareback Riders, Clown Dogs, Clown Monkeys, Performing 
Bears and Goats; Grand Monkey Pantomime, as performed 
for three consecutive seasons at the ———- a, 
Li 

















eso § reat ag =! Review, me ° — Scene, Keal 
onkey Judges —— ices, from One §Shilli: 
children half-price to all gy i wwe 








E IPPODROME. TWICE DAILY. 
Prices 1s to 7s. 64.; private boxes, 1 to 4 guineas. 
SPECIAL NOTICE.—Children under 12 are admitted at 
half-price to all parts (amphitheatre excepted) at MORN- 
ING PERFUB MANCES ONLY.—Box-office 10.0 a.m. to 


10.0 p.m. Telegrims, “Hippodrome, London.’’ Telephone 
4015 Gerrard. — , ce 


(FOOLOGICAL SOCIETY’S GARDENS, 
Regent’s Park, are OPEN DAILY (except Sundays), 
from 9 a.m. until sunset, Admission 1s., Mondays 6d. 
always 6d. Ladies or gentlemen may be elected 

Fellows of the Society. Entrance fee £5. ual sub- 








the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane, 


= ion £3, or composition fee £35.—For particulars apply 


THEATRES. 


ADELPHI, 

THIS EVENING, at 8.15, THE PRAYER OF THE 
SWORD: Oscar Asche, E. Lyall Sweie, Alfred Brydone 
Walter Hampden, Charles Angelo, les Rock, R, 
Hignett, Grimwood, Casson, Pearee, Row, Darwin, Harker, 
Willoughby; Dora de Winton, Pamela Gaythorne, Hilda 
Wauton, and Lily Brayton. 


APOLLO 
THIS EVENING, at 8.15, VERONIQUE: Mesdames 
Kitty Gordon, Rosina Brandram, Maudi Darrell, Men 
Grey, Valli Valli, Hilda Coral, Madge Vincent, Till 
and Ruth Vincent ; Messrs. Lawrence Rea, F cent 
Aubrey Fitzgerald, Henry Adnes, B. Dudley, and George 


Graves. 
AVENUE. 
ssee, Mr. Frank Cur: 

THIS EVENING, at 8.30, THE MASTE ER OF KINGS. 
GIFT: Messrs. Frank Cooper, —— O’Neill, Conway 
Tearie, R. H. Bland, M. Mancini, W. Maclean; jMesdames 
Lillah McCarthy, Dora Barton, Helen Palgrave, R. Chester, 
M Sterling, W. Sadler * onaaey 


‘HIS EVENING, at 9, hits HIGHNESS MY 
HUBB AND : Messrs. Leonard J ae Eric Lewis, Herbert 
Ross, Philip Cuningham, W. Lugg, H. Long; Mesaames 
Miriam Clements, Lottie Venne, J. Morrison, C. Vidal, D. 
Volar, A. Read. ’ At 8.20, THE OUTPOST. 


DALY’S. 

THIS EVENING, at 8.0, THE CINGALEE: Messrs, 
C. Hayden Coffin, W. Louis Bradfield, Fred Kaye, Willie 
Warde, Hope, Dixon, Rutland Barrington, and Huntley 
Wright; Mmes. Sybil Arundale, Gracie Leigh, Carrie Moore, 
Sevening, D’Orme, Stocker, Vivian, Seymour, Topsy Sinden, 


and Isabel Jay. 
KE OF YORK’S. 


DU. 

THIS DAY, at 2.20 and 8.20, MERELY MARY ANN: 
Mr. Ainley, Mr. du Maurier, Mr. E. seen, Mr. Raiemond 
Mr. Willis, Mr. Mansfield, Mr. Doogie i Miss Ada Dwyer, 
Mies Susie Vaughan, Miss Olliffe, Miss Cartwright, Miss 
Garden, Mrs. Sam Sothern, and Miss Eleanor Robson. 


GARRICK. 

THIS EVENING, at 8.45, THE CHEVALEER: Mr. 
Arthur Bourchier; Messrs. Sydney Valentine, O. B, 
Clarence, A. E. Matthews, H. Nye Chart, Webb Darleigh, 
Pearce, Chesney; Misses Nancy Price, Elfrida Clements, 
Ewell, Fane, Sanderson. At 8.0, THE CONVERSION OF 


NAT STURGE. 

: HIS MAJESTY’S. 

“THIS EVENING, at 8.20, THE TEMPEST: Mr. Tree, 
. Louis Calvert, Mr. Basil Gill, Mr. Julian L’Estrange, 

Mr. Lyn Harding, "Mr. J. Fisher White, Mr. 8. A. Cookson 

Mr. Francis Chamier, Mr. Wigney Percyval, Mr. Cecil Rose, 

Mr. Holman Clark; Miss Norah _ Miss Viola Tree. 


IMPERIA 
THIS EVENING, at 8.15, HIS MAJESTY’S SERVANT 
Mr.. Lewis Waller, Mr. H. V. — Mr. Norman 
McKinnel, Mr. Joho Beauchamp, Mr. Arthur Lewis, Mr. 
Hi J. Carvill, Mr. Owen Heanbeeet. Mr. Frank Dyall, 
Mr. Eric Scott, Mr. 8. B. Brereton, Mr. Frank Woolfe, Mr. 
A. E. George; Miss Evelyn Millard, Miss Pollie Emery, 
Miss Darragh, Miss Mary Rorke. 
LYRIC 

THIS EVENING, at 8.15, THE EARL AND THE 
GIL: Messrs. Walter Passmore, H. A. Lytton, M. R. 
Morand, Elliston, Crompton, Pinder, Childerst one, Torrence, 
and Robert Evett ; Me es Agnes Fraser, Florence Lloyd, 
Annie Esmond, Hart-Dyke, Phyllis Broughton, and Louie 


Pounds, 

PRINCE OF WALES 
THIS EVENING, at 8.0, SERGEANT BRUE: Messrs. 
Willie Edouin, Arthur Williams, Farren Soutar, Arthur 
Appleby, E. Kipling, Jack Thompson, 8. Brooke, Arthur 
Laceby; Misses Millie Legarde, Madge Lessing, Jessica 
Lait, Valerie De Lacey, Nellie Seymour, ecitty Ashmead. 

8T. JAMES’S. 

THIS EVENING, at 9.0, THE GARDEN OF LIES. 
At 8.15, THE DECREE NISI. Mr. George Alexander ; 
Messrs. Charles Fulton, Mark Kinghorne, H. Cooper Clitte, 
Leslie Faber, E. H. Brooke, Gerald Jerome, &c. ; Mesdames 
Lilian Braithwaite, Aa! ne Corisande Hamilton, 
Elinor Aickin, Mar, garet 


BAVC ‘ 
THIS DAY, at 2.30 and 8.15, FORGET ME NOT, 
followed 7 a dramatic version of CAVALLERIA 
RUSTICA) erick Kerr; Mesers. Jerrold 
gs mag | , Fe H. Dansey, R. Boleyn; Misses 
E, Chester, 8. de Groot, and Mrs, Brown Potter. 


VAUDEVILLE. 
THIS EVENING, at 815, THE CATCH OF THE 
SEASON. Mr. ‘Sepmour Hicks ; Mesdames Zena Dare, 
Ethel Matthews, Jacobsen, M. Lowell, K. Bay, 
Camille Clifford, and Rosina Filippi; ; Messrs. Sam Sothern, 
Brett, Wilson, Coutts, Dene, Daiy, Kinnaird, Desborough, 
Master A. Valchera. 


ALHAMBRA. 
THIS EVENING, at 8, new ballet, THE ENTENTE 
CORDIAL, and scenes from ALL THE YEAR ROUND. 
Prelle’s Dogs, Les Frangois, Les z, Reba Kaufman, the 
Urban Bioscope New lantastic Picture, Miss Violet Elnott, 
Pierrot’: Romance, 


EMPIRE. 
THIS EVENING, at 8.0, ye? Edition of HIGH JINKS. 
Magnificent Varieties: Melot H Whistling ‘Tom 
Browne, Syd Ln (Rh Malle. Valesca, Georges Schinaler, 
Morris Cronin and Troupe, the Delbosqs, Charles R. Sweet, 
the Fedoras, Biograph Pictures (exclusive West-end en- 
gagement), &c. 


PALACE. 

THIS EVENING, at 7.45, THE MAGIC KETTLE. 
Mealy, De Dio, The Palace ‘Girls, The Dandies, Henry 
Drew, Galletti and his famous Dogs and aes See 
nette Kokin, Maude Courtney, Alexandre, Gwinnie Hasto, 





e SECRET ABY, 3, Hanover-square, W. 


Belle Davis and Pi iccaninnies, and a New Series of Bioscope 
Pictures. 
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